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JOURNALISM EDUCATION
AND
THE JOURNALIST
By NATHAN B. BLUMBERG
A recognized leader in journalism education, D r. N a t h a n  B. B lu m b e r g  has been dean of 
the MSU School of Journalism since 1936. He holds two degrees from the University of 
Colorado and a doctorate from Oxford University where he studied as a Rhodes Scholar. He 
has taught at the University of Nebraska and Michigan State University. He has worked on 
the Associated Press, Denver {Colo.) Post, Lincoln (Neb.) Star and Ashland {Neb.) Weekly 
Gazette, and the Washington (D.C.) Post and Times Herald.
ji Journalism education is a relatively new field of study. 
BThe first school of journalism, at the University of Mis- 
‘ ouri, celebrated its fiftieth anniversary only two years 
i  go. Other fields of professional education have a longer 
i  iistory; the first school of medicine was established in 
1.765, the first school of law in 1784, the first school of 
(i>harmacy in 1821, the first school of business administra­
t io n  in 1881.
j • Schools and departments of journalism have come a 
, ong way in the half-century since Walter Williams began 
I Educating aspiring journalists at Missouri. The pioneers
I f n journalism education met and solved many problems, 
j [ >ut rarely without years of perseverance and patience
II narked by repeated disappointments. In the main, their 
j | pals were to obtain adequate physical facilities, earn 
tj reater academic and professional acceptance, hire better 
|| ualified instructors, construct an improved curriculum, 
[j nd provide increased service and research for the profes- 
I; ion.
The record of progress and achievement is impressive. 
I  )n many campuses journalism schools have emerged from 
t  he basement of the oldest building on campus, where 
B niversity administrations almost inevitably had placed 
-1  hem, into spacious and excellently equipped new build- 
| rigs. Instruction in journalism generally has received
degree of acceptance from other academic and profes- 
' j] ional disciplines—and from university administrations—  
jl/hich contrasts sharply with the hostility met in its early 
ears. The profession itself has turned to journalism 
j.Schools as the primary source of new talent; most adver- 
f isements in the help wanted columns of professional pub- 
f| cations specify a preference for "J-grads,” and journal- 
BI »m graduates in recent years usually have had their 
fhoice of several offers for their first jobs.
Furthermore, the first 50 years have been used to ac­
quire instructional staffs with improved academic and 
professional qualifications, and to build curriculums which 
have infinitely greater academic and professional sub­
stance than the course offerings in the beginning years. 
Journalism schools have made remarkable strides in ser­
vice to the profession and research, especially since the end 
of World W ar II.
Despite these notable achievements, the degree of suc­
cess enjoyed by journalism educators varies from institu­
tion to institution. Some university presidents in recent 
years have appointed journalism administrators who were 
essentially concerned with public relations,1 and all too 
frequently "communications researchers” with little or no 
professional experience have been added to teaching staffs. 
The facilities provided for classrooms and laboratories at 
some universities leave much to be desired, and the record 
varies substantially in other respects from campus to 
campus. It would be ridiculous to contend, for example, 
that journalism teachers have ascended to a professorial 1
1Many journalism educators share the fears expressed by Dr. 
Henry Ladd Smith, director of the School of Communications 
at the University of Washington, who has noted a significant 
transition: "The original journalism school administrators were 
of necessity men of practical experience, as a rule. They were 
concerned in training students in skills. As the schools be­
came firmly established, administrators became more concerned 
with the theoretical and general forms of journalism education. 
But in their zeal to make journalism respected, too many of them 
lost sight of the industry. It is possible the reaction has set in. 
Staff appointment committees, made up partly of industry repre­
sentatives, appear to be seeking journalism educators 'with their 
feet on the ground.’ Invariably this means a person with great 
promotional skill. Is the field to be dominated, then, by the 
Organization Man?” Northwest Communications, School of Com­
munications, University of Washington, December, 1957.
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Utopia where there are no academicians who complain 
about "trade school" courses or sneer at "vocational train­
ing.” What can be said with assurance is that the number 
of scoffers has decreased. Many liberal arts professors 
would agree with one teacher of Russian history who 
noted that journalism students are "among the liveliest 
in the group, the most articulate, the most curious, and 
the most questioning.”2 At some universities professors in 
other fields also may have observed that the demands 
made of students in journalism courses are greater than 
those made in their own, and that academic standards in 
journalism are kept at a high level.3
While academic jealousies and prejudices are under­
standable—indeed even taken for granted as an occupa­
tional hazard—the chorus of criticism which swells peri­
odically from a few practicing newspapermen, editors and 
publishers is less comprehensible to journalism educators. 
One editor, evidently unaware that no profession engages 
in morbid self-examination as much as the entire teach­
ing profession, has made the highly subjective charge 
that journalism professors are the most sensitive members 
of the academic tribe.4 * If this is true, there must be some 
reasonable explanation for the remarkable phenomenon, 
and one reason may be that journalism schools enjoy less 
support from the practitioners in the field than do most 
other professional schools in colleges and universities. 
Deans of law, medicine, pharmacy, business administration 
and forestry would be appalled if they were subjected to 
the same kind of carping, petty and misinformed criticism 
from practitioners in their field that journalism professors 
have come to expect from some journalists. A  chief justice 
of the Supreme Court, dismayed at what law school grad­
uates have been taught or have learned, may resign from 
the American Bar Association, but he does not question 
the value of law schools. A  doctor may protest against 
instruction given to medical students concerning a na­
tional health insurance program, but he does not urge 
the closing of medical schools. A  state forester may write 
a university president that the forestry school places 
too much emphasis on specialized training, but he does 
not claim that forestry schools have nothing to teach. 
The only educators in a plight similar to that of jour­
nalism teachers are those in agriculture and education.
2Paul L. Dressel, Liberal Education and Journalism  (Columbia 
University, I9 6 0 ) , p. 68.
8 At Montana State University, for instance, the registrar’s office 
made a study of grade distribution for fall term, 1959. It was the 
first analysis of its kind in many years and professors had no ad­
vance notice of it. The results showed that the School of Jour­
nalism gave fewer grades of A  and more grades of C than 
any other school or department in the university.
4Alfred Friendly, "Can Journalism Be Taught?” The Reporter,
Jan. 7, 1960, p. 34.
Some farmers, including the wealthy Mr. Garst of Iowa, j 
regard schools of agriculture with disdain; many teachers I 
(with considerable justification) are hostile to the edu-1 
canonists who insist that the way to become a goody 
teacher is to take a multitude of education courses.
THE VARYING SPECIES OF CRITICS 
No purpose would be served by attempting to answei I 
all critics of journalism education, or by defending alii 
schools and departments of journalism. On one hand A 
there always will be someone like J. Frank Dobie, wh(| 
calls for cutting out "98% of the journalism courses”; 'r 
on the other hand, there probably always will be hot L 
house journalism departments and one-man journalist) I 
staffs in English departments.
The truth, then, is that there are good and bad jour 8  
nalism schools, just as there are good and bad newspaper: I  
No one is more critical of the inferior journalism unit I  
than journalism educators themselves, many of whor I  
wince at what passes for journalism instruction at som I  
colleges and universities.6 The concern here, however, j 
primarily with most of the 47 schools and departments ( I  
journalism which have passed the professional and a c fl  
demic tests of inspection by the American Council c l  
Education for Journalism and appear on its accredited list, 1  
Little consideration should be given to the complain 1 
of those old-school or no-school newspapermen, such 
Westbrook Pegler, who bemoan the passing of the got j 
old days and resent the newsroom invasion by the sum 
and-tie J-school graduates. Houstoun Waring, one ; 
the best weekly editors in the country, has measured w 
the attitude of the few old-timers who "skulk in the c ' 
rooms and whine about do-gooders.” Waring believes t l ; 1 
the journalism schools have raised standards because
their graduates have known more than the police
beat. They became to newspapering what Florence
Nightingale was to nursing. The cocky movie stereo- 
—
5Time, Jan. 13, 1958, p. 63.
6Many journalism educators agree wholeheartedly with D< 
Norval Neil Luxon of the University of North Carolina Sch • I 
of Journalism, who said in 1957 : "Forty or fifty truly professio , 
schools of journalism, located at institutions with outstanding 
braries, with nationally recognized departments in the huir 
ities and the social sciences, with rigid requirements for ' j 
first two years’ work in the liberal arts, with adequate budgets 
the journalism units, with staff members interested and acti' 
engaged in research as well as teaching and service, will s< 
the nation’s newspapers and the other media of mass comnr. 
cations far better than 150  to 175 schools, many of wl ■ j 
are inadequately staffed and supported.” See "Official Minute : j 
the 1957 Convention, Association for Education in Journali; 
Journalism Quarterly, W inter, 1958, p. 133.
7See Programs in Journalism Accredited by the American Ct~ I 
cil on Education fo r Journalism, 1959, available from the ex,- ! 
tive secretary of ACEJ, Northwestern University.
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type of 1925 doesn’t ring true in 1959. The invasion 
of journalism graduates, many now in executive posi­
tions, has brought a new atmosphere and a new zeal 
in newspaper offices and the press clubs. Even the 
non-graduate is infected with the fresh goals.8
Nebulous charges come from other critics. Walter Lipp­
is mann says, to the applause of members of the National I Press Club, that after all, "there wasn’t anything to teach 
fin  a school of journalism. What journalists need is an 
1 education.”9 (Herbert Brucker, editor of the Hartford 
I C our ant, pinned down the "great man himself” in these 
| words: "It is all but instinctive with newspaper people 
I to believe that there is nothing to teach in a school of 
[journalism. This belief reflects an ignorance so big, 
[strong, beautiful and shining that it is impossible to dent 
[it. Yet I am so bold as to suggest that before anyone 
I sounds off on journalism schools he first inform himself as 
I to what goes on in them.”) 10 Jenkin Lloyd Jones, editor 
1 3f the Tulsa Tribune and a past president of the American 
| Society of Newspaper Editors, becomes aroused at what 
f ie considers a misguided opinion of some journalism 
(professors "years removed from a copy desk or a re- 
I sorter’s beat and sitting in an academic minaret high 
| lbove the dust and confusion of production problems and 
! nee ting deadlines.” It does not matter that Editor Jones 
las mistaken what the professors have done, because he 
Is convinced that it "will cause editors to be even more 
f suspicious of journalism schools.”11 (The professor won­
ders what "even more suspicious” implies, but years of 
Experience have taught him not to expect to find out.) 
fhe journalism professor even becomes accustomed to be- 
ng regarded by some newspapermen as a fatuous inhabi- 
= ant of an ivory tower, untrained and unskilled in what 
le is teaching. He takes in stride, therefore, the gratuitous 
lur included in the announcement of the New England
• Society of Newspaper Editors that it plans to undertake 
: i study of press performance; a "principal weakness” of
tudies of news objectivity, we are informed, has been 
’hat the work was "not confined to trained news men, 
but involved journalism professors, pollsters and others 
;rom outside the craft.”12 (It would have been bad 
:nough to have what the British call a full stop after the
The American Press, February, 1959, p. 24.
New York Times, Sept. 24, 1959, p. 12.
'^Herbert Brucker, "Journalism Schools,” The Bulletin of the Am er­
ican Society of Newspaper Editors, Dec. 1, 1959, p. 3.
• lIn a boner that would bring a blush to the cheeks of a cub re­
porter, Mr. Jones misinterpreted an account of a panel discussion 
| *  a national meeting of the Association for Education in Jour­
nalism. He later apologized for his inference. See The Publishers 
\luxiliary, Oct. 10, 1959, p. 5, and Nov. 7, 1959, p. 4.
Editors Plan Study of New England Papers,” Nieman Reports,
I anuary, I960, p. 2.
i
word professors,’ but the rest of the sentence is simply 
a twist of the knife. This, unfortunately, is the kind of 
innuendo one sometimes gets from editors, rapists and 
murderers.)
EXAMINATION OF THE SPECIES
Nevertheless, there are critics who cannot—and should 
not—be ignored. They are the ones who sincerely are 
convinced that journalism education has serious short­
comings and at the same time are willing to be specific 
about enumerating the shortcomings. Two of the species 
are worthy of special attention.
Alfred Friendly, the extremely capable managing edi­
tor of the VPashington Post and Times Herald, is one of 
such critics. He minced no words at the 1958 annual 
convention of the Associated Press Managing Editors As­
sociation when he called for a straight liberal arts educa­
tion for aspiring journalists:
I think there is a notion in journalism schools 
that there are certain techniques that can be taught that 
are very useful to have, once you step on a newspaper.
If there are, I think they are rather few, and narrow 
in their application. Of all trades and crafts, ours seems 
to me to have the simplest or most universal techniques 
— the ability to handle English well, high I.Q., and an 
interest in the field. I think you can no more teach a 
man to be a newspaperman by a set of courses than 
you could, say, teach a fellow to be a book publisher.
Therefore, Friendly concluded, when two applicants 
come in—one with a "broad background” and one with a 
much more "technical background”— he will take the one 
who did not attend a journalism school.13
Friendly, of course, is among a minority of editors on 
this point. Most editors would agree with Frank Ahlgren, 
editor of the Memphis Commercial-Appeal, who said that 
when persons of comparable abilities are candidates for 
promotion, his paper leans toward the journalism gradu­
ate. "We know,” Ahlgren said, "he has been exposed to 
studies that should teach him something about press 
privileges and press freedom, libel and background of 
journalism in this country.14
Privately, however, Friendly makes important conces­
sions.
I recognize the value of journalism schools 1) in 
constituting the scholarly agencies which do decent re­
search and analyses of the press and 2) as agencies which 
encourage the entrance of likely future newspapermen 
into the trade, which keep their interest alive, direct
lvThe APME Red Book, 1958, Vol. XI, p. 150. Unfortunately, 
Editor & Publisher (Nov. 22, 1958, p. 52) cryptically reported 
only that Friendly "said he didn’t see any value of journalism 
schools in training students for newspaper work.”
“ Frank Ahlgren, letter in The Bulletin of the American Society 
of Newspapers Editors, Jan. 1, I960, p. 8.
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them in the right career, and possibly weed out the 
misfits.
I also realize that if I were the managing editor of a 
smaller paper, searching desperately every day of the 
year for better qualified applicants, I would be on 
my knees praying for the journalism schools.
But, speaking as the managing editor of the Wash­
ington Post which, because of its location and I hope 
because of its good name, gets some 500 applicants a 
year, I am inclined to look more kindly on the lad who 
wants to be a newspaperman and who has prepared for 
it by a liberal arts course in a good college or university, 
than on the lad who, equally desirous, has spent part 
of his precious college time on technical or quasi- 
technical newspaper courses.15
In a considerably softened reconsideration of the problem 
made almost two years after his speech to the APME, 
Friendly conceded once again that journalism schools 
serve many useful purposes.16 But he returned to the at­
tack on what he calls "how to” courses— classes in news­
paper reporting, news writing and copyreading—contend­
ing that they are wasteful of a student’s time and are 
"contrived specializations where no specialty exists.” This 
simply is not the case, and essentially for reasons which 
Friendly himself recognizes.
Graduates of schools of journalism, with rare excep­
tions, do not go directly to the Washington Post and Times 
Herald or the New York Times. If they plan to make a 
career of newspaper work, they generally join a weekly 
newspaper or a small daily. There they are expected to 
be able to handle, among other duties, the minimum re­
quirements of reporting and copyediting. If they had not 
been given this preparation they would not be ready 
for the starting job that might lead to bigger and better 
things—including the Wdshington Post and Times Herald. 
Mr. Friendly is snared in his own trap: As managing edi­
tor of a great metropolitan newspaper, he won’t give a 
new graduate a job on his newspaper (except, perhaps, 
as a copy boy or copy girl), and yet if he were editor of 
a smaller paper would be extremely thankful ( “on his 
knees,” he says) for the training given the young man or 
woman who steps into the newsroom and starts perform­
ing at a creditable level.
Furthermore, the courses he mentions are not intended 
to perpetuate some arcane skills or finely chiseled tech­
niques. Reporting and editing courses, if they are properly 
taught, stress discrimination between what is important 
and what is not, what is ethical and what is not, what is 
responsible and what is not. They make it difficult for 
students to avoid learning the rudiments and even some
“ Letter to the writer, Dec. 10, 1958. 
“ Friendly, op. cit., pp. 34-36.
of the niceties of their native language.17 They stress dis­
cipline, evaluation, selection and organization of material 
—all "skills” or "techniques” which Friendly values highly. 
They are, in brief, good courses for all students, whether 
they intend to become journalists or consumers of jour- j 
nalism. All educated persons should be one or the other j
There is yet another reason for what Friendly calls "hov 
to” courses. The students will learn—once again, if th< 
courses are properly taught—the best practices on th< 
best American newspapers. Journalism graduates thereby! 
will have some standard of values and performance whidj 
will make it possible for them to help improve the product 
of journalism. One of the joys of teaching is watchin 
a student develop a critical sense which leads him to rt 
evaluate the way some newspapers are doing their job.
Despite Editor Friendly’s criticisms of journalism edijj 
cation, high hopes are held for his conversion. He r<! 
cently accepted appointment to a committee of the Amer fl 
can Council on Education for Journalism which is a I 
tempting to interest more young people in the field (1  
journalism.
Another ambivalent critic is Mort Stern, at one tin I 
managing editor of the Denver Post and now its editor 1 1 
the editorial page. He correctly believes that
the journalism graduate who has been overtrained in 
techniques and on whom too little time has been spent 
stimulating that greatest tool of the real journalist—  
the inquiring intellect— reaches a quick peak of achieve­
ment and then comes to rest on a permanent plateau. W e j | 
have too many plateau plodders in journalism.18 » j
He admits that journalism schools are "doing a prei j 
good job,” that graduates of good schools and depa j 
ments are "not unfamiliar with the basic techniques 
their jobs,” and that "editors take it almost as a mat I 
of course that their cub recruits will be journalism gr< j 
uates.” The product, in other words, has been genera j 
good. How, he asks, can it be improved? Here is whi 
Mr. Stern, tottering on the brink of a perceptive analy j 
of journalism education, falls flat on his face.
His general prescription for improving journalism e< 
cation is almost precisely what is being done in the bet j 
journalism schools: 1)  Spur students to doubt, disp *25
17"Now therefore be it resolved that the Arizona Newspaj 
Association recommend to schools of journalism that degrees 
journalism be issued only to candidate who have passed ] 
ficiency examinations in such fundamentals as spelling, punc 
tion, vocabulary, sentence structure and grammar— in the s;, 
sense that engineering graduates be proficient in such fundam 
als as mathematics and medical graduates must be proficient 
such fundamentals as chemistry and biology . . .”A  resolu { : 
passed by the Arizona Newspapers Association at Phoenix, ,
25, 1958.
“ Mort Stern, "A Reporter Looks at Journalism Education,” Nie i ] 
Reports, October, 1955, pp. 12-14.
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iind discuss assumptions passed off as facts; 2) Reduce 
| he number and variety of professional courses and in- 
Irrease required courses in the arts and sciences.
On his first point, no tool exists for measuring the 
j extent and effectiveness of this kind of teaching, but it 
Is a relatively safe bet that most journalism students will 
f estify that they are getting more of it in their journalism 
Idasses than in their arts and sciences courses. In the 
jecond case, accreditation teams probably take a harder 
look at the percentage of journalism courses listed by 
f andidates for degrees than at any other single item on 
f heir agenda. In most cases the requirements for a bachelor 
[if arts in journalism are held to the minimum required 
lor any other major, and most journalism administrators 
] re staying closer to the minimum requirement than their 
lolleagues in other professional schools and, indeed, in 
1 he various departments of the arts and sciences.
It is also interesting to note that the core of Mr. Stern’s 
l  ideal” curriculum—an introductory course in the history
I nd principles of journalism, courses in basic journalistic 
[vriting and reporting and news editing {nota bene, Mr. 
friendly), creative writing and press law— is essentially 
; le same as the nucleus of the good journalism programs.
L: is a relatively minor difference that magazine writing 
| Durses frequently are recommended over the creative 
f siting courses offered in departments of English. He 
ilso would place public relations and advertising courses
I I the business school, a suggestion which is not especially 
[ ertinent to the problem under discussion.
i His specific suggestions, offered as "the beginning of a
• ifferent approach,” call for a course in which advanced 
! udents deal directly with a journalism instructor in an
iitor-writer relationship, a seminar course on current 
; roblems, a course built around interviews of representa- 
< ves of different branches of journalism, a course involving 
Upprenticeship in government agencies,” and a course re- 
| airing auditing of classes in schools and departments in 
; hich journalism students otherwise would be unlikely 
I* enroll. Some of these suggestions already are standard
• ractice in journalism programs and, with all due respect 
|> Mr* Stern, some junior-senior offerings in journalism
hools are superior to those he proposes.
PROFESSIONAL AND LIBERAL EDUCATION
The principal argument of most critics of journalism 
Jucation boils down to the belief that a "pure” four-year 
■ Deral arts course is inherently superior to a program 
I hich calls for a mixture, in any percentage, of liberal arts 
>id professional courses. In the words of one critic who 
| is specialized in generalized criticism of journalism edu- 
I tion, Louis Lyons of the Nieman Foundation of Journal- 
j no at Harvard University, journalism education "steals
time from the broad-based education the journalist should 
have. 19 This is a view which is being questioned more 
generally by educators, even those in the liberal arts.20 *2The 
problem is hardly a new one; thirty-four years ago A. L. 
Stone, founder and first dean of the Montana State Uni­
versity School of Journalism, objected to the distinction 
between "cultural” and "technical” values:
For a good many years I have labored with my colleagues 
in the College of Arts and Sciences in the endeavor to 
convince them that they have not a corner on culture; 
that a course in journalism or in engineering, though it 
be labeled "technical,” possesses as much cultural value, 
potentially, as is to be found in any course in Greek 
or philosophy . . . Broadly speaking, I believe there 
is no course in the entire university curriculum which 
the student in journalism may not turn to his direct 
advantage in his technical— so-called— work. His field 
is the world and the background which is absolutely 
necessary for him is a knowledge of the world as nearly 
complete as he can make it.a
In a more recent expression on the same problem, 
President Virgil M. Hancher of the State University of 
Iowa expressed the fear that some persons have been 
misled into believing that the study of certain subject 
matter inevitably results in a liberal education. Calling 
this a "doubtful proposition,” he concluded:
It is nearer the truth to say that there is no subject 
matter, worthy of a place in the curriculum of a modern 
land-grant college or state university, which cannot be 
taught either as a professional specialty or as a liberal 
subject.23
Many educators are well aware of the fact that colleges 
and universities today offer a senseless curricular hodge­
podge. While it is possible for a student to receive a good 
education in the liberal arts, it also is possible— and easier 
— for students to spend most of their time on academic 
trivia. This may sound strange coming from a journal­
ism educator, and if the view of journalism education held 
by some professors in other fields were accurate, it would 
be strange indeed. But the fact remains that education 
for journalism is considerably different from what many 
other educators and, as pointed out earlier, what many 
practicing journalists think it is. Far from being a dis­
traction from the arts and sciences, journalism courses, 
when properly organized and competently taught, supple­
19Louis Lyons, "What a Journalist Needs,” The Atlantic Monthly, 
December, 1957, p. 151.
“ "Deans of arts and science colleges were surprisingly compli­
mentary of journalism programs, and they commonly pointed to 
the specialization of their liberal arts departments as equaling or 
exceeding that in journalism.” Dressel, op. cit., p. 79.
“ A. L. Stone, "Cultural and Technical Values,” The Journalism  
Bulletin, March, 1926, p. 20.
22Virgil M. Hancher, "Liberal Education in Professional Curricula,”
Proceedings of the Association of Land-Grant Colleges and Uni­
versities, Columbus, Ohio, Nov. 10-12, 1953, p. 50.
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ment and add significantly to courses taken in the liberal 
arts. Furthermore, journalism instructors frequently are 
the first to bring to the attention of their students the 
application of facts and theories they have learned in their 
liberal arts classes.
It is manifestly true, as Dean Edward K. Graham of 
Boston University pointed out in that institution’s Grad­
uate Journal, that the tremendous response to "Why Johnny 
Can’t Read” may be duplicated in the coming years by a 
book about colleges and universities entitled "Why Johnny 
Can’t Think.”23 Students in most of the accredited schools 
and departments of journalism spend a good part of their 
time learning how to think in tough and complicated situa­
tions, both practical and theoretical. They are among 
the select few of all students handed diplomas each June 
who have been subjected to a rigid discipline of mind and 
habit.
The fact of the matter is that professional journalism 
education suffers from the overzealous professionalism in 
some other schools which insist on their majors taking a 
large number—or, indeed, almost all of their courses 
within the professional discipline or for vocational pur­
poses. Schools of business administration, forestry and 
music are the worst offenders; unlike the accredited schools 
of journalism, many of them require their majors to take 
half or more of their courses in the professional subject.24 
The best journalism schools, on the other hand, stress the 
necessity of having solid preparation in the liberal arts. 
They require their students to take three-quarters of their 
courses outside the journalism unit. The commitment to 
an optimum 25 per cent journalism, 75 per cent liberal 
arts ratio is neither universal nor always met, but it remains 
a good rule-of-thumb when advising students.25 In some 
universities the trend is toward lowering the number of 
required journalism courses to one-fifth of the total needed 
for the bachelor of arts degree. It is a sign of maturity on 
the part of one of the younger professional disciplines that
“For a penetrating analysis of the mission of the liberal arts 
college— and, indirectly, of professional schools— see Edward 
K. Graham, "The Arts and Sciences and the Urban University,” 
Boston University Graduate Journal, February, 1959, PP- 71-79. 
“Take, for example, the requirements for accreditation set down 
for schools of business administration: "At least forty per cent 
of the total hours required for the bachelor’s degree must be taken 
in business and economic subjects; the major portion of the 
courses in this group shall be in business administration. At least 
forty per cent of the total hours required for the bachelor’s degree 
must be taken in subjects other than business and economics 
provided that economic principles and economic history may be 
counted in either the business or nonbusiness groups.” The Con­
stitution and the Standards fo r Membership in  the American 
Association of Collegiate Schools of Business, 1959  p. 3.
“ See W alter Wilcox, Liberal Education and Professional Jour­
nalism Education (State University of Iowa, 19 5 9 ) , PP- 47 ff.
it is demonstrating the greatest respect and admiration for 
the liberal arts.
Many of the criticisms applied generally to professional 
schools, therefore, do not apply to schools of journalism, 
which insist on sound training in the humanities and • 
social sciences. One critic of professional education, sug­
gesting that honors programs for superior students are 
badly needed in professional schools, could not possibly i 
be referring to accredited journalism schools when he writes 
that graduates of professional schools
have rarely been exposed to the theoretical foundations 
of their particular disciplines and to the exciting stimu­
lation of academic research. More important yet they 
have rarely been permitted the privilege of having their 
educational horizons transcend the usually narrow bound­
aries of professionalism per se. Unless something is 
done to widen the intellectual perspectives of these 
professional schools, they stand in danger of produc­
ing a breed of faceless technicians rather than the percep­
tive men and women whom we should like to think are 
the end products of our academic institutions.*®
Journalism professors and administrators who have bee 
through the mill know that their students are best serve I  
when they have been given a few techniques and man! 
ideas. Graduates should be able to step into a newsrooi I 
or a business office and know enough about the job r l  
make themselves useful in a few days. But more importar | 
they should have some views about the public servi< I 
functions of the press, about its history and traditions, abo j] 
responsibility and ethics. No one has yet devised a bett i  
place to learn these professional approaches than in j j 
good school of journalism. Journalism educators find 
indictment in the words of Earl J. Johnson, vice preside 
and editor of United Press International, who observ ■ j 
that there are
so few rigid rules in journalism, aside from its technical 
aspects, that it is a wonder much can be taught about 
journalism in the universities. The main thing is to 
have a good conscience, a sense of taste a few points 
above the community average, and experience. There are 
other requirements, of course, but these are the ones that 
enable journalists to cope with their problems in ethics.*7
Of the three major requirements he listed for the jc' 
nalist, schools of journalism have capably undertaken 
first two. The third requirement, aside from some cam- I 
newspaper experience, takes time.
THE GULF SHOULD BE NARROWED 
It would be useless to expect a cessation of hostili * j 
between the good schools of journalism and some of t< j 
critics. The tendency of an individual to perceive wha $ 1 
wants to perceive is a common difficulty in communicaiI
“ "Are Honors Programs Needed in Professional Schools?” * j 
Superior Student, Vol. 2, No. 1, February, 1959, P- 1.
37U.P.1. Reporter, June 4, 1959. 1 9
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A striking fact that has not escaped many journalism pro­
fessors is that much of the criticism of journalism schools 
comes from men on newspapers of which journalism edu­
cators are most critical. When the University of Nebraska 
School of Journalism reports co-operation from all of the 
daily papers in that state except the Omaha World­
's Herald, journalism professors across the nation nod their 
'heads in the purest kind of understanding. Nor are any 
of them astonished that the Los Angeles Times takes a dim 
view of journalism education.
i phe majority of newsmen, editors and publishers, of 
course, support schools of journalism. Most of them, in­
terestingly enough, are either journalism graduates or have 
[utilized the services of a nearby journalism school, in­
cluding the hiring of some of its graduates. Their number 
j has increased and probably will continue to increase. As 
> Dean Charles T. Duncan of the University of Oregon 
! School of Journalism put it, he has yet to find an anti- 
[ J-school editor who was well informed about journalism 
] education to begin with, and who upon becoming better 
I informed did not revise his opinions.
} "Editors should be the severest critics of journalism 
schools,” Dean Duncan concluded, "but they should also 
*be the staunchest champions of the idea of the journalism 
| school.”28
Better understanding of journalism schools would result 
[ if more practicing journalists, especially those who are 
'not journalism graduates, would broaden their knowledge 
faf programs of education for journalism. Irving Dilliard, 
iwho recently retired as an editorial writer for the St. Louis 
■ Post-Dispatch after serving for many years as the editor
^Charles T. Duncan, letter to the editor, The Reporter, Feb. 18, 
1960, pp. 8-10.
of that newspaper’s editorial page, has called for greater 
exchange of personnel between journalism schools and the 
nation’s newspapers.29 He cited the School of Journalism 
at Montana State University as one of the units which has 
recognized this need and has done something about it; 
in three years Alan Barth, Houstoun Waring and Lauren 
Soth have served for a full term as visiting professors of 
journalism in Missoula. Each of them proved extremely 
capable in the classroom and brought an especially signifi­
cant experience to Montana journalism students.
Dilliard emphasized the mutual benefit of an exchange 
program to the school of journalism and to the newspaper 
—or, putting it another way, the mutual benefit to the 
student and to the journalist. The success of this type of 
venture depends on the co-operation of the newspaper (or 
magazine, or news service, or network or station), and 
on getting the right man. Not all good journalists, to 
state the fact mildly and generously, are effective classroom 
teachers. Nevertheless, Dilliard’s proposal could serve to 
narrow the gulf between journalism education and the 
journalist.
Journalism educators ought not to be, as Caesar’s wife 
was expected to be, above suspicion. While they try to 
teach their students to be constructively critical of a noble 
profession, they must expect some criticism, constructive 
and otherwise, from the professionals. The astute and 
responsible newspapermen know that journalism profes­
sors are their staunchest allies in the process of improving 
the conscience and performance of the American press. 
And, on the other side, many journalism professors will 
freely admit that some of their best friends are newspaper­
men.
“Mimeographed speech, College of Journalism, University of Colo­
rado, 1959.
Additional copies of the Journalism Review may be ob­
tained for one dollar each from the School of Journalism, 
Montana State University, Missoula, Montana.
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Dean A. L. Stone Address
THE PUBLIC’S NEED TO KNOW
W I L L I A M  F. JOHNSTON
Managing editor of the Lewiston {Idaho) Tribune since 1949, W il l ia m  F. J o h n st o n  can 
examine realistically the problems of the American Main Street journalism. Following his 
graduation in 1941 from the University of Idaho where he majored in journalism and polit­
ical science, Mr. Johnston worked on the Salt Lake Tribune and the Associated Press in ' 
Spokane, Wash. He served as the I960 professional visiting lecturer and Dean Stone Night 
Speaker at Montana.
I cannot pretend to visit you as one of the renowned 
speakers who have graced this platform in the last three 
years.1
Instead, I come calling, first, as a neighbor. Missoula 
and Lewiston—Montana and Idaho—always have been 
good neighbors..
Second, I come as a representative— a sort of random 
sample— of America’s small town newspaperman.
There are many of us down on the Main streets of our 
nation. W e have our proud moments and our poor ones.
Our function, first of all, is larger than some of our 
friends conceive it to be. Henry Luce once suggested—and 
later graciously retracted the statement—that the primary 
responsibility of a small city editor was to "preside over 
the distribution of publicity.”
I must admit that the pressure from the publicists is 
getting heavier. The readers who come to newspaper of­
fices too seldom demand more thorough, courageous, skill­
ful coverage of significant and controversial public issues. 
Too often instead they want more pictures of committee 
chairmen and longer clippings for their scrapbooks.
But I do not propose that the small city newspapers of 
our land should ever erect this headstone over our aspira­
tions: "Here lies the free American press. It resisted the 
censors, defied the tyrants and fought for the right to print 
the truth without fear or favor—but fell at last out of 
sheer exhaustion before the public relations committees and 
the scrapbook brigade.”
I think that we have a more solemn assignment than 
this in our democratic society.
This nation was founded upon the revolutionary theory 
that ordinary men and women could govern themselves
JDean Stone Night speakers in the past three years: LOUIS Lyons, 
curator for the Nieman Foundation for Journalism at Harvard Uni­
versity; K enneth Crawford, head of the Washington bureau of 
Newsweek magazine; Chet Huntley, radio-TV news com­
mentator.
as a free people—provided that they had unrestricted access 
to facts and opinions about public problems.
It was an optimistic estimate of the capabilities of ord­
inary men and women. And the theory must be viewed 
as more optimistic rather than less so as our democracy • 
and its problems become more complex. Nevertheless, 
you and I as citizens and as journalists must choose either 
to reject this theory or to proclaim it.
THE NEED TO KNOW
Now I suspect the title of my speech has burst upon I 
you with all the impact of a typographical error. W e have f  
been strenuously engaged in the battle for the public’s 1 
right to know. Perhaps we seldom pause to contemplate ( 
how staggering is the need for broader, deeper citizen'! 
knowledge of public affairs.
I am not discounting the importance of our continuing • I 
campaign in behalf of freedom of information about public j I 
affairs. W e must dedicate permanently our energies to j I 
simply struggling to obtain the news of the public’s busi-1 
ness. The mania for secrecy in public affairs has bred sc 2  
many self-appointed censors at the source of news that it I  
has become a major threat to the people’s liberties.
Every newsman can cite his own fresh examples. ]'■ 
have just emerged—bloody, unbowed and almost empty B 
handed— from an argument with the U. S. Bureau of th< I  
Census. I thought the district Census Bureau offices shoulc 1  
report directly and promptly to newspapers in their hom< I  
districts the population totals determined in the counting I 
The Census Bureau agreed only in small part.
As one result, under the regulations, we were obligee 1  
to go to the municipal officials of incorporated commun . 1  
ities of less than 10,000 population in our area. Th 1  
mayors and councilmen at our request asked the distric I  
offices for the figures for their towns. The district o i S  
fices, upon receiving such written requests, then coul f l  
provide the data to the mayors. But they couldn’t provid J j
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it routinely and without such weird arrangements directly 
to the newspapers!
So the public’s right to know must be defended in 
never-ending struggle in every corner of our land. But 
however courageous, responsible and wise the press might 
prove to be in this crusade, this right and every other 
right will wither and decay unless the people need it, 
value it and use it.
The basic lesson of human liberty is this: A  people can­
not have for long more freedom than it desires and de­
mands.
The people’s right to know must become an empty slogan 
unless the people rise with us to proclaim their need to 
know.
Perhaps I should support my suggestion that our citizens 
—bombarded as they are by an endless stream of bulletins—  
are not adequately informed about public affairs. W e  
prided ourselves—at least until the sputniks—that we were 
the best informed people on earth. Certainly we have 
enough machinery clattering away in the interests of com­
munication. As one of our outstanding churchmen once 
remarked, “in this shrill civilization of ours, silence has 
become a signal that something is busted.”
Yet, despite the mechanized chatter, all of us know that 
millions of our citizens have only a vague, superficial 
understanding of public affairs.
In this election year of I960, for example, when historic 
issues clamor for attention, it is easy to discern a trend 
toward political illiteracy.
On the Republican side, we wait patiently, incuriously 
for the unveiling of the new, new Nixon.
And the Democratic campaign currently is centered 
around a burning religious question which has all the 
qualities of meaningful debate— except that it was settled 
by the Founding Fathers in 1789.
It is somewhat too convenient to blame such short­
comings of our citizenry upon the performance of the 
press.
Dr. Robert Maynard Hutchins declared some years ago 
that the press is "the only uncriticized institution in the 
country.” As a scholar and critic, Dr. Hutchins is brilliant 
and inspired, but this remark of his was not. As Wallace 
Lomoe of the Milwaukee Journal has observed, “there are 
people in this country who have made a full time business 
out of deriding and degrading the press.” It seems to me 
that the press is constantly and continuously criticized for 
failure to achieve goals which no other institution even 
will set for itself.
I do not suggest that the press should go uncriticized. 
It must be criticized steadily and searchingly from within 
and from without if it is to stimulate and serve the public’s 
need to know.
FAILINGS OF MAIN STREET JOURNALISM
But the real failings of Main Street journalism somehow 
escape public notice—perhaps because they are so obvious
even as our critics keep hurling at us weary cliches 
which range from the untrue to the meaningless.
The basic problem of America s small city newspapers 
is simply that we have too much to do and too few quali­
fied people to do it.
The vital task we have to do is still what it was when 
this nation was founded: to keep available to the people 
the relevant facts and opinions about public affairs which 
they need to make sound decisions in a democracy.
What are some of the hazards in achieving that objec­
tive?
A  major one, of course, is economic. In an era of pyra­
miding publishing costs, it is difficult for small news­
papers even to survive, let alone attract the revenues they 
would need to fulfill their whole obligation to society. 
Technological advancements which have enabled other 
industries to trim production costs while improving their 
product have been painfully slow in reaching the printing 
industry. W e are spending proportionately too much in 
printing our newspapers and proportionately too little in 
writing them.
Economically limited as we are, Main Street journalists 
are particularly sensitive to the charge that we direct a 
"monopoly press.”
Most of us have competitive newspapers coming in 
from metropolitan centers nearby. Almost all of us have 
vigorous competition, at least for the advertiser’s dollar, 
from television and radio stations and weekly newspapers. 
Yet, we are continually advised that more competition 
alone can save our souls.
Actually, most of our large cities have proved unable or 
unwilling to support even one excellent newspaper. Our 
readers should come to understand that a newspaper’s per­
formance must be limited by its earnings, and that one 
good newspaper in town is better for the citizens than two 
bad ones.
Some other common charges against us have more 
substance—but only hit us a glancing blow, while they 
miss the main targets.
ALAN BARTH’S VIEW
Let us examine, for instance, a view voiced at one of 
your conferences by the distinguished writer, Alan Barth:
"Atrophy of the editorial page is most common in 
smaller cities where monopoly situations prevail. It has 
its most unfortunate effect in a tendency to avoid local 
controversy out of fear of alienating or antagonizing any 
segment of the community.”2
sAlan Barth, "The Censor of the Government,” Journalism Review, 
Spring, 1958, No. 1, p. 4.
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I don’t think the small newspaper’s distressing tendency 
to avoid local editorials is as prevalent as some critics sug­
gest, but I do think that this failing often has deeper 
roots than mere timidity.
I also might observe of Mr. Barth’s interesting opinion 
that I’m not at all sure he cleared it with the mayor of 
our town.
Just three weeks ago, His Honor proclaimed at a Lewis­
ton City Council meeting that he had got "stirred up,” as 
he put it, by an editorial of mine on the way the Council 
has been hiring and firing police chiefs.
Now I had rather fondly imagined that this editorial 
presented in a reasonably impersonal way some questions 
of local policy which the citizens of our community might 
wish to discuss. I see many such editorials on local issues, 
incidentally, in the small "monopoly” newspapers I read.
At any rate, the mayor noted that I live in the suburban 
community of Lewiston Orchards. I only work and worry 
within the city limits of Lewiston.
His Honor apparently decided to short-circuit all the 
tedious arguments over the issue. He asked the council, 
in rather bitter reference to me: "If he’s interested in the 
city and how it’s run, why doesn’t he live in it and pay 
taxes in it?”
Naturally, I have been trembling with apprehension ever 
since the mayor handed down his proclamation. It raises 
for me the question: How can I now write editorials even 
about Syngman Rhee— since I don’t pay taxes in Korea, 
either?
And it raises for Mr. Barth the question: Just how local 
must we get?
CHET HUNTLEY’S VIEW
Another charge against us is that we play up exciting 
trivia and play down the important, significant news which 
is the raw material of effective citizenship.
There is so much merit in this accusation that most of us 
should blush. Yet, our most abject confessions would 
only serve to introduce and not to solve the problem 
of the public’s need to know.
You will recall that the distinguished reporter, Chet 
Huntley, cited an example of this weakness of the press 
in his notable address to this conference last year. On his 
way across the nation to Missoula, Mr. Huntley noted that 
few newspapers gave adequate display to a foreign min­
isters’ conference then scheduled at Geneva. Instead, 
they featured, as he put it, "local murders, local thievery 
and assorted cussedness.”3
8Chet Huntley, “News Coverage in 1959,” Journalism  Review, 
Spring, 1959, No. 2, p. 4.
And he presented this indictment: "The overall effect for 
many million readers is one of strong implication that all 
is well and that we are justified in an indulgence of pas­
times and unrewarding entertainments.”4
Mr. Huntley was somewhat kinder to other media, if 
I may quote him, perhaps unfairly, out of context. He 
said that "the chief thing wrong with radio journalism 
today is that not enough people are listening to it.” And 
he said television journalism, is limited by inflexible time 
demands, but it has turned in a good news performance if 
it can "shed some degree of illumination on four or five 
stories” during a 15-minute program.
Now, on our better days, I might maintain that the chief 
thing wrong with page 1 of our newspaper is that not 
enough people are reading it carefully.
And I don’t believe television in general can convincingly 
reprove the press for fostering "an implication that all is 
well and that we are justified in an indulgence of pastimes 
and unrewarding entertainment.” Mr. Huntley’s excel­
lent brand of television journalism is something of an ex­
ception. Television on the average has a certain mass 
tranquilizer quality of its own. And if local murders and 
local thievery crowded the Geneva conference off too many 
front pages last year, the competition of TV westerns for 
the readers’ time must accept a share of the blame.
W e shall not determine the causes of apathy, ignorance - 
and bewilderment among some of our citizens simply by 
dividing the blame among television, radio and the press. 
W e must dig deeper than this into the patterns of our 
society to re-establish the citizens’ conviction of the public’s j 
need to know. ]
For no matter how well we might report and debate; 
the public business, large segments of the public would‘ 
not be well informed. Many of our citizens continually; 
urge us to publish froth and puffery about their private, 
business and social lives, rather than the hard, significant 
news of public affairs. It is difficult to keep writers dedi 
cated to informing the people after they discover thail 
many of the people do not want to be informed—burl 
simply want to be entertained or publicized.
It is our great misfortune that many of our citizen- 
harbor this preference, but it is not primarily our fault 
Nor is it a condition which we can cure by ourselves.
W e cannot accept responsibility for educating the peopl • 
for citizenship, but we can pledge our best efforts to keei 
the facts and arguments available so the people, if the 
choose, may educate themselves. *
*Loc. cit.
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WHEN A BOOK 
BECOMES A MOVIE
By DOROTHY M. JOHNSON
Communications specialists have long been interested in the differences between the printed 
and visual media. Miss DOROTHY M. JOHNSON knows some of these differences intimately 
well; the title story of her third book, The Hanging Tree, has been made into a movie starring 
Gary Cooper and Maria Schell. She joined the MSU journalism staff in 1953. She writes 
frequently for the nation's leading magazines and edits Montana Fourth Estate as secretary- 
manager of the Montana State Press Association. Her journalistic experience includes two 
years on the Whitefish {Mont.) Pilot and 15  years as a magazine editor in New York.
A writer is not an author until he has produced a book. 
What the book is doesn’t matter much. My first one 
{Beulah Bunny Tells A ll, 1942) contained 10 or 12 short 
stories that had already appeared in the Saturday Evening 
Post. Any one of them brought a bigger check from the 
Post than the total royalties on the book. They were the 
same stories, no better in hard covers than they had been 
singly, and in book form they were not read by nearly so 
many people.
But there was a noticeable increase in prestige. My 
friends began to act respectful. W ith a book, I had become 
an author. Magazines are transitory. A  book is permanent 
—anyway in theory. That one has been out of print for 
years.
When a book becomes a movie, even strangers (even 
teen-agers!) begin to act respectful. A  book is permanent, 
but a movie is glamorous, and everybody knows that the 
author of a story bought for the movies automatically be­
comes rich. This is not true, but just try convincing any­
body except another writer who has found out for himself.
When the title story of my third book, The Hanging 
Tree, became a motion picture, I learned some interesting 
facts about the differences between printed and visual 
media as well as the changing status of writers and how 
little money the average non-best-seller brings out of the 
famed golden coffers of Hollywood. I'm not complaining 
bitterly about the money. It’s a little more than I had, 
and it came with no effort on my part. All I did was sign 
a contract of some 45 typewritten pages, of which the 
only detail I remember is a stern warning that if I should 
become an object of public obloquy and disgrace I 
wouldn’t get any screen credit.
The motion picture surprised me more than it did most 
other people who saw it. I had nothing to do with writing 
the screenplay and saw none of the filming. I have now 
seen the picture seven times— the last three times under 
duress—and I still think well of it, although I will not 
see it again unless somebody handcuffs me to a theater 
seat.
The story was greatly changed in the transfer to another 
medium. Such changes are supposed to infuriate authors, 
but in The Hanging Tree they made sense, and I will even 
admit that they improved it. I wish I had thought of some 
of them myself. (A  kind friend commented, "But you had 
to write the story all by yourself. The producers could af­
ford to hire competent help.”)
I visualized Doc Frail, the hero, as of medium height 
and 33 years old. When the news came that Gary Cooper 
would play this role, I hastened to read my story again—  
and lo, Doc Frail had grown taller and older. When I 
began to adore Gary Cooper from afar, both of us were 
considerably younger than we are now.
When Elizabeth, the heroine, left my typewriter she was 
a dark-haired girl from Philadelphia and afraid of her own 
shadow. As played by Maria Schell, she is an admirably 
determined blonde from Switzerland (to allow for Miss 
Schell’s German accent), with great strength of character.
The movie Elizabeth can afford strength of character, 
because her problems have changed in the transfer from 
one medium to another. The problems and the plot 
changed because in a motion picture the audience has to 
see the conflicts.
In a written story, readers contribute more than they 
realize. They fill in for themselves the backgrounds that
11
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the author only sketches; they visualize faces and cos­
tumes, understand mental turbulence that the author sug­
gests. The author can tell what’s going on in people’s 
minds, and if he uses this privilege frugally, readers accept 
it. A  motion picture or a stage play must show all this, and 
that takes longer. A  writer can say in ten words enough 
to require ten minutes of visible action and dialogue.
My Elizabeth was consumed by terror. She was alone 
and endangered in a wild mining camp; her father had 
been killed in a stage-coach holdup, and she was tempo­
rarily blinded by the sun before she was rescued. As a 
result of these horrors, she suffered from agoraphobia—  
but this impressive diagnosis I could not mention in the 
story, because the word hadn’t been invented in 1873, when 
the action takes place. A  group of psychologists assured 
me, however, that the phenomenon existed before it was 
named.
Agoraphobia means the fear of open places. My Eliza­
beth, the timid girl from Philadelphia, fainted whenever 
she tried to leave her cabin at Skull Creek. She could not 
escape from the place she feared.
Miss Schell’s Elizabeth suffered, but she recovered from 
her mental troubles in a hurry, thanks to some harsh treat­
ment by Gary Cooper as Doc Frail. Time called him a 
"frontier Freud,” thus infuriating the clinical psychologist 
who was my technical adviser when I was writing the 
story. Miss Schell’s Elizabeth fared forth to mine gold 
in partnership with the juvenile lead, Rune (Ben Piazza), 
and the jovial villain, Frenchy (Karl Malden).
My Elizabeth did her gold mining by grubstaking miners; 
the gold came to her, and she stayed in her cramped, 
dismal cabin. How dark and gloomy that would have 
been in a motion picture! Without the agoraphobia—  
the major theme in the written story— the action could 
move out into the sunshine.
The cabin changed, too. Miss Schell’s Elizabeth lived 
in one that would have been a palace on the frontier. This 
bothers nobody but me, and it doesn’t bother me much.
Several characters who were dear to me, because they 
were my children and I knew them well, did not get into 
the motion picture at all. In fact, there are enough good 
ones left over for another movie. Some new ones appeared 
— total strangers to me. I was glad to make their ac­
quaintance, but I grieve a little for those who were abol­
ished: Tall John, the scholarly miner who had studied in 
Rome; Wonder Russell, whose name was given to a man 
the screenplay writer invented; an old dragon known as 
Ma Harris; a dance-hall girl named Julie, who cut her 
own throat after Wonder Russell was buried.
Doc Frail's past changed. He is still racked by con­
science, but for a different reason. My Doc Frail had 
killed a man, but his anguish arose from the fact that
he had not killed another one who shot his friend Wonder 
Russell. Building up the past I saw for Doc Frail would 
have taken up another couple of hours of screen time.
For the motion picture, somebody did considerable re­
search that was not required of me. When I said that 
Rune robbed a gold sluice, I didn’t have to know what a 
sluice looked like, although I did know how to rob one 
and that sluices were guarded at night. I learned a lot 
about sluices by seeing the movie.
Some of my research involved firearms, prices of com­
modities on the frontier, the nature and cost of a physician’s 
education almost 100 years ago, the discomforts of stage­
coach travel, the technique of placer mining, the slang of 
the gold gulches, the kind of shelters that prospectors 
built and lived in, the nature of poverty and luxury in 
a gold camp, and exactly how to go about hanging a man 
from a handy tree. I found out what raw gold looks like 
and how entrancing it is to hold a huge smooth, heavy 
nugget in one’s hand. There is an emotional response to 
gold that has little to do with its monetary value.
Writers of "westerns” do more serious research than their 
detractors give them credit for or their admiring readers 
suspect. This research may not be used, but it is never 
wasted. It helps the writer build a world he never knew, 
in which he must live when he writes about it. Skull 
Creek never existed anywhere, but it is as real to me, and 
1873 is as contemporary, as the campus of Montana State 
University right now.
Western writers escape from here and now to more 
dangerous times and places, to mingle with more des­
perate people. Then it’s good to escape back to the present 
and its familiar problems and threats.
In cartoons, motion picture producers are illiterates who 
wear gaudy shirts and berets and issue stupid orders to 
subordinates. Martin Jurow and Richard Shepherd, pro­
ducers of The Hanging Tree, are alert, earnest, highly 
literate young businessmen, hard-working and thorough. 
They wanted to make the movie in Montana but were 
concerned about the probability of rain at the time and 
in the place selected. They knew more about Montana 
weather than Montanans do. They had checked the prob­
abilities of rain at Bannack on the basis of weather re­
ports for the preceding ten years. They finally chose the 
Yakima Valley in Washington, where they had almost a 
guarantee of sunshine in May and June.
Messrs. Jurow and Shepherd had certainly read the 
story. They knew more about it than I did. I wrote it foi 
ten years, reduced its length by almost half at the publisherVj 
demand, and then cut the silver cord. When a stor) j 
is in print, the author shouldn’t go on brooding over it j 
The producers did not yet have a screenplay when we me 1 
in Missoula. They were intensely concerned with a storf
M
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that for them, was not finished. They talked earnestly about 
the people—not characters but people. They wanted to 
know what happened to the people after the story ended.
The Hanging Tree is fiction. None of it is true. But 
some of the related publicity, which should be true, was 
pure fiction. The book’s dust jacket says the story is "based 
on a true episode in Montana’s gold mining past,” which 
was news to me and all other students of Montana history. 
A release from a source unknown to me told newspaper 
readers in most of the major cities of the United States 
that I can fly an airplane. I have never tried to fly an air­
plane and don’t intend to.
Newsweek!s review of the motion picture called the story 
a "fable” and a "legend of chivalry” and summed up the 
movie, in a burst of alliteration, as a "fine fantasy from 
a frontier folk tale.” The frontier folk tale is unknown
When Sen. Joseph McCarthy was censured by the United States 
Senate in 1954, opinion polls showed that about 50 per cent of 
the American people were generally favorable to him or thought 
well of him. On the day of the censure vote, a protest petition 
bearing more than a million signatures was delivered to the Capitol 
in a Brink’s armored truck. From this, it may be understated that 
the Senator had diverse appeal.
The still unanswered question for most people is: "Was he 
a good man, or a bad man?”
There is no simple way to evaluate the enigma that was Sen. 
Joe McCarthy. It is not possible, for example, to list the good 
. in one column, the bad in a second column, and then find a sur­
plus or deficit which would pinpoint his character. Probably 
everyone who has made a critical study of his life or career has
♦An excerpt from "Senator Joe McCarthy: Rise and Fall,” a 
paper written in the School of Journalism Senior Seminar.
to me. I thought I made it all up. I could be wrong, as 
I think Time was in calling the movie a "slick and artificial 
western.” The author of the story and the reviewers for 
those two magazines must have seen three different movies.
One thing neither the publisher nor the producers 
changed: the title. The publisher almost called the book 
"Red Men and White,” which wasn’t an attractive title 
even when Owen Wister used it. The producers worried 
because The Hanging Tree sounded violent and might 
scare off women. Martin Jurow telephoned to ask whether 
I had ever used any other working title for the story. Yes, 
I had—The Prisoner at Skull Creek. I could hear him 
shudder all the way from Hollywood.
My title stayed, and they even had a song written to 
match it. I like the song so well that I bought two records 
of it (in case one wears out) and a phonograph.
As its influence grew, the party reached out and captured 
officials in higher government positions.
During the late 1930s, however, the party’s purpose of world 
domination revealed itself clearly in the Spanish Civil War. 
W here once many Americans had possessed only a dim knowledge 
of Communism, they now regarded the growing menace with 
abhorrence and, in some cases, with panic. When the full reali­
zation of Communist intent hit some American Communists, many 
card-holders terminated their membership in the party. Some of 
the party leaders began supplying the government with informa­
tion concerning party activities within the United States.
As investigations began and understanding became more com­
plete, Americans faced a new problem: How far had the security 
of the United States been threatened and in how much danger 
did it still lie?
T H E  T H I R T I E S  A N D  T H E  F I F T I E S *
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By Roderick Fisher
started with some such idea in mind. They have failed. His 
apologists have set down an impressive "good” list, but are 
forced to acknowledge certain shameful portions of the "bad” 
list which are too evident in the public record to be discounted, 
belittled, or ignored. His enemies, while burdening their negative 
list with an enormous number of documented misdeeds and lies, 
have found it necessary to explain his popularity. Investigation in 
this direction has forced them to admit to certain portions of the 
"good” list which must be included in the most biased account.
The neutral scholar, striving to compile a scrupulous and ac­
curate balance sheet, finds his impartial position bombarded with 
charges and countercharges and counter-countercharges. As the 
twisted and miligned facts are amassed, the idea of a clear-eyed 
judgment of McCarthy based on truth seems hopelessly naive. 
The impartial scholar settles for the role of bookkeeper and pre­
sents two confusing and contradictory lists, neither of which can 
be properly labeled "good” or "bad.”
By Toni Richardson
When reading of the desperation with which most citizens of 
the 1930s faced the future, it is much easier to understand why so 
many Americans looked to Communism for answers.
It also must be remembered that by no means were Commun­
istic principles regarded in the same light then as they are now. 
* Although the party’s intentions at that time were the same as 
they are now, they were not as obvious. Those Americans who 
; turned to it sincerely believed, for the most part, that the added 
. factor of applied Communistic principles would put the United 
(: States on its economic feet once more. Most of them did not 
> consider their actions treacherous. *I
; *An excerpt from "The Thirties and the Fifties,” a paper written
I the School of Journalism Senior Seminar.
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ON TEACHING REPORTING
By OLAF J. BUE
Experienced in reporting and dedicated to journalism teaching, Pr o f . O lAF J. B u e  is 
eminently qualified to discuss the problems of teaching reporting. He studied reporting first 
at Montana State University and later at Northwestern University where he earned his ! 
graduate degree. He started his reporting experience on the Red Lodge {Mont.) Picket- 
Journal and later plunged into the maelstrom of Chicago journalism— he worked for four 
years on the Chicago Daily News and three on the Chicago Tribune. He is also noted for his 
contribution to radio journalism and is now chairman of the National Council on Radio and 
Television Journalism. He joined the Montana journalism staff in 1943.
In the interest of truth and modesty it must be said that 
reporting probably presents more problems, more possi­
bilities, and fewer reasons for boasting than any under­
graduate course commonly offered in a school of journal­
ism.
W e who presume to teach reporting must do at least 
three things for a student. W e must lead him to an under­
standing of what constitutes news; we must teach some­
what of where to find it and how to gather it; and we 
must teach him how to write it.
When shall we start? One of our basic troubles arises 
out of the fact that because it is basic, reporting commonly 
appears early in the curriculum. W e take charming soph­
omores—barely through their freshman composition, barely 
started in their humanities survey—and plunge them into 
a course that by its very nature assumes a sophisticated 
awareness and the ability to write about it.
In her Meaning of Treason, Rebecca West indicated the 
reporter’s problem:
It is the presentation of the facts that matters, the 
facts that put together are the face of the age; the rise 
in the price of coal, the new ballet, the woman found 
dead in a kimono on the golf links, the latest sermon 
of the Archbishop of York, the marriage of the Prime 
Minister’s daughter. For if people do not have the face 
of the age set clear before them they begin to imagine 
it; and fantasy, if it is not disciplined by the intellect 
and kept in faith with reality by the instinct of art, dwells 
among the wishes and fears of childhood, and so sees 
life either as simply answering any prayer or as end­
lessly emitting nightmare monsters from a womb-like 
cave.
Stanley Walker indicated the range and complexity of 
our subject matter:
News is the inexact measure . . .  of the ebb and flow 
of the tides of human aspiration, the ignominy of man­
kind, the glory of the human race. It is the best record 
we have of the incredible meanness and the magnifi­
cent courage of man. 1
In a vague way a sophomore may perceive that "news 
is the tangential material that permits the reader to form 
his own conclusions in full possession of the necessary I 
facts,” but this is barely a beginning. He has yet to learn i  
to describe the accident before his eyes, to grasp the im­
plications of payola or thermonuclear war, to summarize , 
the rambling 5,000 words of a speech in an accurate 500, | 
to sense his duty and his opportunity when life gets un- ji 
conscionably difficult for the underdog. 1
The vagueness shows itself in little, unmistakable ways. 
It’s a little disturbing after a vigorous lecture on libel to j j  
find five students (as so often, the word is here used , 
loosely) spelling it liable. It’s a little disconcerting to 1 
discover that after 13 years in classes of one kind or other, | j 
there are still those who find the difference between prin- . , 
ciple and principal totally inexplicable and the difference 
between site and cite a matter of no importance what- || 
soever.
Study of news sources commonly becomes a quick 1 
survey of the organization and functions of federal, state || 
and local government against a background of industrial, 
community and cultural activities. Singly or by twos, thel j 
students call on all of the principal news sources in the 
community and report their findings to the class. Follows r 
then an exercise aimed at impressing the beginners wit! I 1 
the variety of local news sources and the possibilities foi 1 ] 
that kind of creative reporting that is called "localizing.’ i  
This exercise requires specific answers to a long list o:j j 
such questions as: Judge David L. Bazelon of Washington; 
D.C. challenged the philosophy of legal "punishment” ii / 
a speech at Brandeis University—what’s the informed
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local view? They’re tearing down Carnegie Hall in New 
York—whom shall we talk with? The government appar­
ently doesn’t want to meet the demands of the Crow tribe 
for that damsite on the Yellowstone—what’s the view 
here?
For many, this phase includes discovery of such un­
suspected sources as Polk’s Directory, Bartlett’s Quotations, 
Statistical Abstracts, Statesman’s Yearbook, the Biblical 
concordance, and the World Almanac. One of the assign­
ments the beginners like best is the annual treasure hunt 
for a long list of such nuggets as these: who has charge 
of the Burial Clothes Department of the Mormon Relief 
Society in Salt Lake City? How many votes did Stevenson 
get in Montana in 1952? What is at 10 South Idaho in 
Butte? What are the marriage prospects of a girl of 26?
Of course, teaching students where to find news is far 
easier than teaching them to recognize it in the first 
place, but there is another important hurdle which does 
not get the emphasis it deserves. Reporters gather much 
of what they write from other human beings. The begin­
ning reporter would be well-advised that the perfunctory 
amenities of social intercourse are not enough. If he is to 
get news and continue to get news, the reporter must be 
able to inspire confidence. And the only way to inspire 
confidence is to earn it through a demonstration of pro­
fessional competence. It means that reporting is not a 
game one plays by ear; it is a profession that requires daily 
preparation—newspapers, magazines, books, to keep abreast 
—and much homework—specific preparation for particular 
stories. Misinterpretation, failure to comprehend, inaccur­
acy—these lay more reporters low than cirrhosis.
Accuracy, of course, must become an ingrained habit; 
it cannot be picked up with the diploma on graduation 
day. And of course it is more than spelling a name cor- 
recdy, but even this we could do better. In the same mail 
recently, if I may be pardoned a personal reference, I re­
ceived a letter correctly addressed to Olaf J. Bue which 
contained a membership card in a leading professional 
news organization made out to Olaf F. Bue, accompanied 
by their official Bulletin addressed to Olaf D. Bue.
TEXTBOOKS ON REPORTING
Fifty years of more or less formal instruction in jour­
nalism have produced several textbooks on reporting, some 
of them pathetic. The better and more widely used in­
clude Curtis D. MacDougall’s Interpretative Reporting 
and Mitchell V. Charnley’s Reporting; John Hohenberg 
has a new book called The Professional Journalist. Perhaps 
as helpful as any is Theodore M. Bernstein’s Watch Your 
Language, a witty, erudite commentary on usage, full of 
good professional flavor.
But the best book, in my opinion, is the living text—
the daily work of the best professionals. Undergraduates 
are not known as voracious newspaper readers nor as 
faithful followers of broadcast news, more is the pity.
The Chinese have a saying: Perhaps you haven’t eaten 
roast pork but you have seen a pig. Students can’t be 
expected to write the best, but they can be required to read 
the best.
And they should be asked to read appreciatively rather 
than critically; a beginner in reporting looks pretty silly 
criticizing the reporting of James Reston. Let them rather 
marvel at the understanding, the background, the erudition, 
which every top pro brings to his assignments; let them 
admire the skill with which he makes those complex situa­
tions clear and occasionally memorable.
In a very real sense this becomes a course by the masters 
— eager students daily looking over the shoulders of James 
Reston, Joseph C. Harsch, Robert C. Albright, Eric Sever- 
eid, Raymond P. Brandt, Chet Huntley, Clark Mollenhoff 
and hundreds of other great newsmen. How better to learn 
than by observing, comparing, discussing and imitating the 
work of the distinguished professionals on the New York 
Times, the Washington Post, the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, 
the Christian Science Monitor, CBS, NBC, the Louisville 
Courier-]ournal, the Des Moines Register!
As a clincher, there must be some creative work by the 
students themselves. W e call this Reporting Lab and we 
devote an afternoon a week to it for a quarter or two. 
W e make no claims to originality, but for us Reporting 
Lab means live stories, written and re-written, until they 
are fit to print in a bona fide newspaper. W e have no 
truck with workbook exercises or simulated situations.
Students come into lab as assignment men report to the 
city editor on a metropolitan daily. If a student doesn’t 
come with an idea for a story, he may draw an assign­
ment that will serve as a reminder next week. One at a 
time, the 15 (usual limit for the class) return with their 
stories for criticism by a patient professor; normally no­
body is required to re-write a story more than three times.
Being a modest sort, I admit this is good. Indeed I 
think there should be more of it.
I think reporting is at once our greatest responsibility 
and our best opportunity. I think reporting should be a 
continuous course through the sophomore, junior and 
senior years. By its nature it is a course that could range 
over the campus and the community for its clinical ma­
terial; everything is grist for the reporter’s mill. Such 
a course could provide extended opportunity for students 
to integrate their educational experiences, much needed 
practice in the communication of ideas and a broader 
opportunity to mature. On top of all that it might be 
good for what seems to ail schools of journalism the 
country over.
15
17
School of Journalism: Journalism Review, 1960
Published by ScholarWorks at University of Montana, 2015
Operation and Supervision of a
COLLEGE STUDENT NEWSPAPER
By EDWARD B. DUGAN
P r o fe sso r  Ed w a r d  B. D u g a n  is uniquely qualified to discuss the problems of operation 
and supervision of college student newspapers; he has been an adviser to one such paper for 
20 years. Before he turned to journalism teaching in 193*7 he did reporting and editing on 
several Texas newspapers, worked for the United Press and directed public relations for Har- 
din-Simmons University. He is in charge of advertising and public relations courses in the 
MSU School of Journalism.
This is an appraisal of the role of a student newspaper on 
a university campus, its usefulness in journalism instruc­
tion and the problems of its operation and supervision. 
The observations stem from 20 years as faculty adviser to 
the Kaimin, published by the students of Montana State 
University and operated under the supervision of the School 
of Journalism.
The Kaimin’s statement of policy reads:
The Kaim in, while it is a student newspaper, is 
usually regarded by the public at large as representing 
not only the students, but the faculty, and MSU as a 
whole. The paper, therefore, should never be used . . . 
to advance the selfish interests of a group . . .  to attack 
individuals . . .  to publish material that is libelous, 
blasphemous, or obscene.
Less vague is another school's statement that "Since the 
university collects an activity fee from every student . . . 
it therefore follows logically that the university should 
participate in the formulation of publication policies. . . .”
Still another university, through its school of journalism, 
says that its student newspaper "published four times a 
week is controlled and operated by students in journalism 
and supervised by the faculty only in the sense that a com­
mercial newspaper business is supervised by the owners 
who set the policy and expect the editors to conform to 
that basic policy. . . .”
FORMS OF SUPERVISION
Supervision of student newspapers usually takes the form 
of ( 1 )  credit for laboratory work, (2 )  credit for staff 
positions with no curricular laboratory, (3 ) appointment 
of an adviser by the administration, possibly from among 
nominees by students, with no credit offered, and (4 )  
variations of supervision by student-faculty publications 
boards. Such boards may have their authority outright, 
some are advisory to student senates, some have authority 
to order editors, some may not lay an editorial hand on 
the editor once he has been appointed.
I would favor a free student press— hopefully respon­
sible but free. That an editor can be helped by laboratories 
and credit without faculty or administrative pressure is
evident. It’s equally evident that editors make mistakes 
and that individuals and groups can be injured by such 
mistakes. Yet it seems far better to risk and even invite 
damage than to restrain students on the same campus 
where professors treasure such academic freedom that they, 
too, sometimes make irresponsible statements.
To be available for counsel as an adviser to a free student 
press, with the support of journalism students in labora­
tories where faculty supervision of news is clearly under­
stood to be justified, is the best of all possible worlds. Un­
tenable is any situation wherein an adviser or teacher suc­
cumbs to administrative pressures or dictates and orders or 
pressures staffs under the guise of instruction. The pro­
fessionally-trained adviser likely would refuse to accept any 
such direction from the administration, openly side with 
the student staff in defense of freedom, or relay the order 
from the administration to the staff as an order and not 
professional counsel.
Understandably desirable from the administrative point 
of view is the clear-cut understanding, preferably in writ­
ing, that the state is ultimately the only responsible pub­
lisher and as such must exercise, if and when necessary, 
pre-publication restraint. I doubt that such system could 
be combined with curricular supervision with present jour­
nalism personnel. A  more circuitous arrangement might 
duck the staff and adviser or teacher and place the pub­
lisher in the role of censor. In that event, the publisher 
either watches proof closely or stands by to refuse to print 
material about which the administration gets some advance 
information.
It follows that any supervision or restraint from out­
right censorship to gentle counsel frees the writer or editor 
of some degree of responsibility. The result, then, is con­
scientious but occasionally careless writing, most of which 
is corrected through supervision; wholesale carelessness, 
born of the knowledge that students aren’t really respon­
sible; or outright and purposeful disregard for responsible 
writing with the hope of embarrassing the faculty or 
administration.
I still would rather work under a system that permits
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pressure tactics, for good or evil, and through professional 
instruction and supervision provides enough counsel to 
minimize mistakes. When such a system comes under fire, 
more adults should spring to the defense of students— or 
at least of the system—even when the students’ judgments 
have been faulty. It is my opinion that some of the per­
sons most willing to lay a heavy hand upon the Kaimin 
would be outraged at any threat to their academic freedom.
I espouse the cause of the free student press, and if equip­
ment and manpower (both student and faculty manpower) 
are available, a series of laboratory courses to help students 
sustain a creditable paper and to provide journalism stu­
dents with practical writing experience. Advisers as "plants” 
of administrations with academic credit to bait students 
into "togetherness” pacts cannot be credited to the super­
vised newspaper system.
Since the Kaimin has operated more often than not under 
such a system, I shall turn to some of the problems that 
seem to be inherent in this system.
TYPES OF INSTRUCTION
Three types of instruction aid students and provide 
some experience in working against time for actual pub­
lication. Advertising sales send students who have had 
one or more advertising courses down town to sell adver­
tising. Supervision is indirect in that an instructor can­
not be available when the ad is laid out or sold. Credit 
as currently offered for the course is hardly commensur­
ate with the hours involved because of the commuting time.
Reporting laboratories are even more difficult to super­
vise because all students seem unable to block out the 
same two hours several times a week when an instructor 
can help them with their copy while or immediately after 
they write.
Copy editing is the best organized of the several labs. 
Students are assigned periods on the copy desk, and keep 
schedules of their production to pass on smoothly to stu­
dents who relieve them. However, supervision is sketchy 
because of the irregular flow of the copy.
Constant supervision of all the labs is impossible. Super­
vision must be confined to periodic checks of some 
stories, post-publication analysis of writing and editing, and 
weekly conferences. Rarely has an instructor refused to 
permit a story to be sent to the shop unless it is written 
perfectly, but inherent in the system is that authority to 
insist on satisfactory writing. That isn’t censorship be- 
l  cause total restraint isn’t involved.
Key to the labs is the clear-cut understanding among 
i students that the university’s investment in time, equip­
ment, and credit dictates some measure of authority over 
| the news that is produced.
Problems and considerations arising from a supervised
i
student newspaper fall into four classes: those affecting 
the curriculum, those of a physical nature, the effect of in­
come and advertising, and questions of coverage and re­
lations that are peculiar to campuses. And lest my con­
cerns give rise to hope of perfect balance and total sweet­
ness and light, both students and teachers must reckon with 
the probability that many of the problems, once recog­
nized and measured, are at least as easy to live with as the 
solutions. Some problems occur so regularly that an ad­
viser will quietly watch an impasse develop and refrain 
from a rescue operation unless the wrong decision is likely 
to be far more disastrous than the mild havoc of a learning 
error.
The labs, as already mentioned, fall into reporting, 
editing, and advertising practice courses at a level where 
the students have enough background knowledge to oper­
ate without constant supervision. Kaimin students have 
had the beginning courses in those areas before they hit 
the desk or street. Beginning students should not be per­
mitted to learn to shave on the student newspaper and on 
journalism staff beards where credit and some degree of 
supervision is extended.
The administration’s responsibility to sustain such a lab 
program involves, after committing itself to the policy of 
hopefully responsible freedom, both money and trust. 
Teachers and an adviser are minimal investments. Tenure 
teachers and advisers provide the best supervision in that 
they are most aware of news and advertising potentialities, 
are more experienced in evaluating such highly subjective 
work, and are better able to protect the students and paper 
from the occasional irate, and sometimes unfairly irate, 
news source or businessman.
Lab supervision currently aggregates more than half a 
teaching load, and the adviser’s investment is reckoned as 
at least the equal of counseling another journalism organ­
ization. More often than not, the two jobs have not been 
handled by the same person. The occasional argument 
between teachers and advisers seems more desirable than 
the insufferable righteousness of a combination teacher- 
adviser.
Extension of the curricular arrangement to include other 
aspects of the production does not seem feasible. A  shop 
lab, involving university credit for composition, etc., has 
been contrary to the staff’s idea of the role of journalism 
education on a university campus.
PUBLICATION CODE
Only indirectly curricular is the protective continuity of 
a publications code and a publication committee. Ideally 
it is the conscience of the student staff and the chain of 
command for all student publications. Practically, in the
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case of the Kaimin, the code seldom gets read and the 
publications committee generally is so ineffectual that it 
poses no threat to an editor's editorial forays. In all fair­
ness to the committees, students likely are conscientious 
as individuals and directionless as a group. The pattern of 
action ranges from failure to get a quorum to political 
connivance.
The machinery for counsel and direction exists, how­
ever, and no curricular program could be safely supported 
by a journalism school without some provision for re­
course to code and publisher. The Kaimin code and by­
laws need tightening to provide for automatic suspension 
of editors who allow their initial C or better grade average 
to drop below the required grade index. Too, the jour­
nalism school’s curricular investment is not adequately 
protected by Publications Board representation. The ad­
viser is a non-voting member. The only adult vote is an 
appointee of the president.
Periodically editors have had weekly staff conferences 
to which the adviser and instructors were invited. Currently, 
and for several years, no meetings encourage reciprocity. 
A one-credit weekly class for editors wherein all the higher 
echelon gather with one or more of the teachers to discuss 
problems helps to sustain continuity and to prevent many 
mistakes. It is viewed at times by the students as a subtle 
pressure from the faculty thinly veiled as instruction.
POST-PUBLICATION CRITIQUE
Heart of the lab curriculum is the post-publication crit­
ique. Reporters file a carbon of their copy with their 
instructor, who edits each "dup” and assigns a grade. The 
pattern of writing is discussed at weekly class meetings. 
Copyreaders then get a clear field at the reporter’s original 
and are similarly graded upon the dead copy after it re­
turns from the shop. Advertising salesmen are graded on 
dead copy, inches sold, and the manner in which they handle 
their accounts. Criticism and grades are difficult to handle 
and superficial grading could wreck the system. However, 
the Kaimin has suffered from such close teaching that one 
graduate, protected by his degree, ventured the hope that 
some Kaimin reporter, perhaps yet unborn, could draw a 
bit of praise. Praise is not that seldom offered, but un­
deniably the tendency is to concentrate on mistakes.
Teachers and advisers generally respect one another’s 
responsibilities. Kaimin editors — and reporters too— do 
not pay as much attention to protocol as they might. And 
occasionally a professor erupts at some gross error and zeros 
in on the offending student without consulting the in­
structor or adviser. It’s a calculated risk because if the 
error is one of judgment and not of syntax, the self- 
appointed critic may find himself arrayed against both the 
student reporter and the adviser. The several parties to
the curricular arrangement have been offended, but I feel 
that communication must be encouraged lest Kaimin stu­
dents feel that they are the victims of one curricular jailer 
for several courses.
Problems of a physical nature involve the capacity of the 
school to provide the proper environment and to arrange 
or to help arrange production schedules that will justify 
the school’s investment. Both school and student can be 
cheated. The student is exploited if the school offers 
credit, perhaps requires the courses, and then leaves the 
labs so thinly equipped that the experience doesn’t begin 
to parallel minimal professional situations. The curriculum 1 
suffers when students become inured to optimum lab 
conditions and handle equipment and time irresponsibly. 
Some instruction by its very nature is expensive, and fac­
ulties are reconciled to that. A t some point, however, the 
Kaimin may become more expensive and burdensome than 
a simulated but wholly controlled lab program.
FINANCIAL PROBLEMS
And yet the physical inventory is easier to manage than 
either the curriculum or the third major factor— that of the 
financial support given the newspaper itself.
On the basis of a budget that currently totals about 
$21,000, students must produce about 120 column inches 
of advertising for each four-page issue or multiples of ’ 
four pages in larger issues. The Kaimin carries about 
$11,000 in advertising each school year, about $7,000 of 
which must be sold by student salesmen. The other $4,000 L 
is in the form of general or national advertising that re- j  
quires considerable servicing and bookkeeping but comes 1 
to the newspaper from agencies for branded items and 
services. Advertising and miscellaneous receipts, such as 
individual subscriptions and circulation to high schools and ’[ 
alumni sustained by the university, account for about * 
60 per cent of the income. The remaining 40 per cent 
is allocated at about $2.55 per student per academic year 
from the student activity fee. Each full-time undergraduate 
student is entitled to receive the Kaimin daily.
W hile problems of distribution arise by use of the 
activity fee system of securing circulation income, they are • 
fewer than those that badger staffs on campuses where 
students purchase personal subscriptions. On one hand, 
many persons (several hundred teachers) pay nothing j 
and get their newspapers delivered to their buildings. 
Fringe losses are copies that go to graduate students, sec- I 
retaries, and passers-by. Between $15 and $20 a day is I 
invested in readership for which there is no return unless, ;lj 
hopefully, it is in good will.
Few persons, including most of the Kaimin staff, realize ,1  
that the newspaper costs about $175 per issue or about jlj  
50 cents a column inch. The paper has grown from a four* jfl 
page weekly to a four-issue daily. It carries one third of the k
k i
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cost of the United Press International wire service and 
has bought from capital equipment budgeting its inter­
com system, typewriters, cameras, and darkroom equip­
ment. The paper has not often pressed for greater sup­
port, but the time is at hand when more help from the 
activity fee is the only source of more space for news. More 
advertising revenue only increases the number of pages and 
crowds the shop’s capacity.
Several considerations on the financial side of the ar­
rangement are more interesting than stark budgeting. For 
example, the Kaimin is billed daily on a flat charge system 
for four-, six-, or eight-page issues. Until three years ago 
it was billed via job ticket on a cost plus basis. The pres­
ent system makes for closer budgeting. But given a choice, 
an adviser might weigh the one advantage against the 
use of job tickets as an effective teaching device. A  Kaimin 
that costs $120 per four-page issue in the shop, day in and 
day out, doesn’t reflect struggles ( if any) to meet deadlines. 
On the job ticket system dirty copy, fancy dummies, and 
deadlines missed get themselves translated into extra costs. 
Possibly a paper gains financially from a shop’s indul­
gence when the flat charge is used.
Part of the value of a student newspaper on the financial 
and advertising side is the intensely practical experience stu­
dents get in making advertising decisions. They are pres­
sured to carry questionable advertising and blurbs dis­
guised as news. They learn—to the tune of a budgeted 
$130 a year—that sometimes it’s easier to sell than to col­
lect. They learn, too, that sloppy layouts and subsequent 
errors and liberties taken with insertion orders cost real 
money. Yet in an appraisal of such a venture, it is my 
opinion that such hazards on the business side of the oper­
ation merely parallel the reportorial risks. They are learn­
ing at some little expense on the part of the community, and 
in return for obvious advantages, the university commun­
ity must share responsibilities with teachers and teachers 
with one another.
Some situations become problems only when they are 
chased into a corner and someone tries to frame a policy 
that will free the responsible parties of thinking. For 
example, does the Kaimin editor set editorial policy, is he 
\ independent of Publications Board once he is appointed, 
and can he presume to speak for the Kaimin when his as­
sociates are not consulted? Realistically, a Kaimin editor 
could not run to Publications Board for counsel if he 
wanted to. Time wouldn’t permit. He might seek rapid 
'help from his associates, from the adviser, and from other 
> student and faculty friends—or even enemies. The pattern 
iof errors indicates that usually an editor is reluctant to 
[defer a decision to secure counsel because he feels that 
| time will not permit, that his position is uncomfortably 
: vulnerable, and that he will lose face as an independent
i
editor by getting help, especially if it’s outside his peer 
group.
After sitting in on countless meetings (without a vote), 
I’d trust a moderately non-partisan selection board to choose 
an editor with adequate grades and experience, help him 
to get a staff and budget that minimizes chances for error, 
and then meet with him as routinely as once a quarter to 
counsel but not to command. It’s important that meet­
ings become and are understood to be routine and not 
challenges to authority or freedom.
Attitudes toward news, especially news support of cam­
pus events, need clarification. Generally, the Kaimin holds 
that it owes news support to as many clubs and drives and 
events that need box office traffic as its news columns can 
contain. Any big deficit on a name band, for instance, taps 
the same student fund that supports the Kaimin, debate, 
band, etc. Hence the more money that the newspaper gets 
from the activity fee, the more space the paper can use 
to help publicize revenue-producing events. Despite readers’ 
natural addiction to shock and tension, most campus news 
is about adjustment rather than maladjustment, but it’s hard 
to get students to adjust their hopes that something mildly 
catastrophic will break loose.
Conflict off the campus, as arrests of students, invites 
attempts at coverage that generally lead to unhappiness 
and indirectly to unfairness. I’d not question the news­
paper’s right to carry such news. The Kaimin shares that 
right with any other news medium. But unless the report­
ing staff is vigilant enough to catch every miscreant spar­
row that falls—at a distance of a couple miles—some stu­
dents acquire notoriety that’s more painful than the fines 
and others tiptoe back to the campus unscathed on the 
days that the Kaimin’s reportorial back is turned. Living 
groups frequently charge that the Kaimin is harassing the 
brethren. Advisers may not impose policy, but some editor 
some day will accept as his own idea that the paper should 
draw the line at felonies and leave misdemeanors to the law 
—and the deans. Uneven coverage becomes punitive.
The administration’s occasional favoritism in release 
dates and news leaks to wire services and state dailies irks 
editors, who feel that the student news belongs first to the 
student paper. No one will ever know how often stu­
dent reporters have been denied news or have been brow­
beaten into sitting on it until a Sunday release or until an 
acceptable phrasing can be fashioned.
In summary, the Kaimin or any other publication in sim­
ilar academic environment is a good curricular investment 
under the conditions described. A responsibly free news­
paper recognizes both its power and its inexperience enough 
to invite professional help. And adults, if they respond 
with moderate understanding, fulfill their responsibilities 
and strengthen students’ regard for educated men.
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John Hurst
EDITOR IN THE
MONTANA CAPITAL FIGHT
THE MAN AND THE ISSUE
John Hurst Durston (1848-1929) edited the Anaconda 
Standard from its founding in 1889 until he became editor 
of the Butte Post in 1913. A  learned and brilliant editor, 
Durston created for one of the copper kings, Marcus Daly, 
a daily newspaper unique in America. He also played a 
leading role in the struggle between Daly and William A. 
Clark over the location of Montana’s capital. Clark and 
Helena won; Daly and Anaconda lost. The story of that 
struggle is one of the most colorful episodes in Durston’s 
journalistic career.
*  1 *  *
Early in 1890, the Standard’s staff under Durston’s di­
rection was laying groundwork for the first phase of the 
fight to have Anaconda declared the permanent capital of 
Montana. On March 16 Durston had written: "The 
STANDARD is happy in the reflection that it has no 
quarrels on hand. People have had politics till they are sick 
to death of it, and we have fallen on rather quiet times in 
all that concerns the business world.”1
Two days later, however, Durston reopened the semi- 
dormant dispute with Helena by reminding his readers that 
the new constitution provided for a vote to be taken on 
the permanent capital at the general election of 1892. 
According to procedure established by the territorial legis­
lature, every town in Montana could make its bid for the 
capital designation. The electorate then would decide 
which city should be designated. In the event no city got 
a majority, the two standing highest in total votes would 
compete in the first general election thereafter. Helena 
was selected as the temporary capital by the territorial 
legislators themselves in 1889. Four ballots were required
1Anaconda Standard, March 16, 1890.
to break the deadlock between Helena and Anaconda, with 
Helena finally winning. Durston prefaced Anaconda’s 
campaign by declaring:
The close fight of last summer made Helena and 
Anaconda a tie on three separate ballots for the honors 
of the temporary capital . . . That city’s conduct is 
offensive to a very large majority of the people of 
Montana and we look with confidence to see it un­
crowned two years hence.8
William A. Clark, wealthy owner of the Butte Miner, 
favored Helena as the capital seat. His reason: to keep it 
out of Anaconda, Marcus Daly’s home town. Daly and 
Clark had become political enemies in the senatorial elec­
tion of 1888, and Clark was prepared to spend nearly any 
amount to prevent Daly’s forces from making Anaconda 
the capital of Montana.
The dispute between the two copper kings began on 
Nov. 6, 1888,3 and lasted until Daly’s death 12 years later. 
It had as its basis a bit of political trickery by Daly. Early 
in the fall of 1888, Clark had decided to seek election as 
Montana’s territorial delegate to congress. He won the 
Democratic nomination, and because Montana was tradi­
tionally Democratic, he considered his election certain.
To his great surprise, however, Clark was beaten de­
cisively by Thomas H. Carter, a Republican, in the gen­
eral election of 1888. Clark, analyzing the returns, dis­
covered political treason in the Butte-Anaconda area. 
Strangely enough, normally Democratic counties in the 
western part of the state had returned Republican major­
ities. It was then that rumors concerning Daly’s backing 
of Carter gained credence. Although Daly was not seeking 
a public office, he apparently liked to determine political
2lbid. March 18, 1890.
*Date of the general election of 1888.
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leadership from his area.4 As a result of his defeat, Clark 
attacked Daly bitterly in his Miner, a paper he had acquired 
during one of his many financial dealings.5 It is possible 
that Daly first became interested in a paper of his own 
after being unable to reply to Clark’s charges.
DEVELOPMENT OF THE FIGHT
On New Year’s day, 11 months before the capital issue 
was to be decided at the polls, Durston indicated the lines 
along which the struggle might develop. In an editorial 
entitled "Busy Times Ahead,” he wrote:
The capital question will be on account from this 
time until the November election either settles it or 
ends the first round in the fight that will stir up a 
breeze which every settlement in the state will feel.
On the whole, it is a pity that this question was not 
made the subject of a special election, but the constitu­
tion ordained to the contrary. As it is, a good many 
important matters incident to politics will be obscured 
because of the excitement which is sure to be a part 
of the capital fight.®
Thus the furious fight of 1892 was begun. Concerning 
the fight waged in the newspapers, one writer remarked 
some years later:
The issue over designation of the state’s capital—  
Helena, favored by Clark, and Anaconda by Daly, started 
a battle that was a battle, the first knock-down-and- 
drag-out engagement of political scandal and recrim­
ination which still reeks in the political pot of Montana. 
Incidentally it became an issue which perhaps did more 
to develop the art of political cartooning in the American 
press than anything in our history with the possible ex­
ception of the Tweed ring scandals in New York.
Editorial license was unconfined and unrefined. A  
dozen newspapers, led by Clark’s Butte M iner on one 
side and Daly’s Anaconda Standard on the other, called 
one another, Clark, Daly, Helena and Anaconda every­
thing they could lay their ink to, utterly regardless 
of truth, decency or good manners.7
Some have said Daly was responsible for the capital 
: fight in the first place and if it had not been for his 
vanity and selfish desire to locate the state capital in his
‘The reason Daly supported Carter has never been established, 
although several theories have been advanced. Daly himself, when 
railed before a U.S. Senate committee investigating Clark’s deal­
ings in bribery at the following election, admitted he had sup­
ported Carter at the beginning of the campaign. He changed his 
nind later, he said, and took a “negative” part in the contest. 
For a full discussion of the theories, see Kenneth Ross Toole,
. The Genesis of the Clark-Daly Feud,” Montana Magazine of 
■History, (April, 1 9 5 1 ) ,  pp. 21-33.
; Christopher Connelly, The D evil Learns to Vote (N .Y., 1 9 3 8 ) ,
i>. 93.
} Ibid. Jan. 1, 1892.
1C. B. Glasscock, The W ar of the Copper Kings (N .Y. 19 3 5 ) ,  
|>. 116.
home town, the affair never would have occurred. In 1912  
one historian of Montana observed:
M** Daly sought to locate the seat of the government 
at Anaconda, a city of his own creation, mostly owned 
by the corporation whose affairs he directed, and abjectly 
under his influence and control. It was located almost in 
a corner of the state, at the dead end of a branch 
line of railway, which like the town, was owned and 
operated by the mining and smelting company. The one 
plausible reason why Anaconda should be considered 
a desirable site for the statehouse was in the fact that 
Mr. Daly wanted it there. Educational institutions . . . 
were divided and scattered over the state in efforts to 
secure the support of various committees for Anaconda 
in the capital fight. Bribery in this fight, so far as Mr.
Daly was concerned, was limited only by the variety 
of means and channels through which is could be exer­
cised, and not at all by extravagance of cost.8
DURSTON OVERCONFIDENT
By the time the capital fight was opened, the Standard 
was already a powerful and respected newspaper. Durston 
entered the capital scrap with enthusiasm, but as yet the 
Standard had not known defeat and perhaps he was over­
confident. Certainly he did not employ in 1892 the degree 
of determination he would display two years later. "Ana­
conda for Capital” clubs were formed in the western 
counties and the reports of their activities were carried 
daily in the Standard. On the surface, the water appeared 
too calm to break in a tidal wave over Durston’s campaign. 
A  few days prior to the capital election, Durston warned 
voters:
Look out for “fake” telegrams on or about election 
day which will be sent out to injure Anaconda’s chances 
for the capital. Do not be misled, no matter whose 
signature is attached to these dispatches; but mark 
your X  opposite Anaconda’s name on the ballot just the 
same. The name of Anaconda stands first on the list.9
So strong was Durston’s confidence in victory that on 
election day his editorial stated:
Today’s vote will demonstrate the fact that Helena 
blundered in trying to force Butte. Anaconda will be a 
winner today and one of this city’s strongest helpers 
will be the city of Butte. Anaconda will get a majority 
in Silver Bow county; Butte will be thousands short of a 
place in the race. This morning Anaconda steps up to 
the ballot box in the completest confidence that the 
count of votes will bring her home a winner.10
The gradually fading smile that followed this statement 
was to be repeated two years later. Because of slow com­
munications with polling places in remote parts of the 
state, the outcome was not learned fully for several days.
8Jerre C. Murphy, The Comical History of Montana (San Fran­
cisco, 1 9 1 2 ) ,  p. 24.
9Anaconda Standard, Nov. 4, 1892.
™lbid. Nov. 7, 1892.
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Yet as early as the morning following Durston’s statement 
of triumph there was a hint that the outcome might be 
unfavorable to Anaconda. A front-page headline did not 
proclaim victory but instead referred to Anaconda’s win­
ning a "place” in the capital race. Said the accompanying 
story:
At nearly every precinct in Montana the capital question 
proved to be the exciting issue in yesterday’s election.
From figures at hand it is not easy to say how the 
battle went. Returns from many important precincts are 
lacking; but it develops that in many instances the na­
tional ticket and the state vote were counted first.11
Thus was the expected victory shout omitted. Instead, 
an admission was woven discretely into the fifth para­
graph as casually as if the Standard had been but a dis­
interested bystander to the entire affair:
That Anaconda will take second place is to be assumed 
on the basis of returns which are yet to be received 
— it is not probable that Butte can overtake this city in 
the outstanding returns yet to be received for Butte and 
Anaconda.18
THE ANGRY EDITOR
On Nov. 10, 1892, no front-page story referred to the 
capital election, but Durston advised his readers editorially 
that although returns were not complete it was safe to 
assume Helena had won. Three days after the election 
Editor Durston appeared in an ugly mood. He dabbled 
in spitefulness—of which he was not often guilty—against 
a man who liked him and who once had been supported 
by Durston’s employer. Under a headline entitled "HE’LL 
COME OFF HIS PERCH” Durston’s editorial poked fun 
at Republican Sen. Thomas Carter who had telegraphed 
his political condolences to state party headquarters after 
the election. Said the editorial:
"Our defeat can only be attributed to a reaction against 
the progressive policies of the Republican party.” Thus 
our Thomas wired . . . yesterday morning.
Carter’s use of English . . .  is not very good. He could 
have put the word “only” in a place where it would 
have made his sentence more lucid— it ought to have fol­
lowed the word "attributed”; and at that, the word 
“alone” would have been better. Then, too, Mr. Carter 
used the word “policies” in a way that is a sort of modern 
abomination. It is no good.
However, who cares about little breaks in the use 
of the English tongue when it is a question of the 
total wreck of an administration? Let the rhetoric 
pass. . . .“
By this time the trickle of votes from Montana’s distant 
precincts had reached sufficient flow to clarify the winner 
in the capital race. It was also established that no city 
had the majority required for permanent designation. Hel-
™lbid. Nov. 9, 1892.
“Loc. cit.
"Ibid. Nov. 11 , 1892.
ena led the field with 14,010 votes, followed by Anaconda 
with 10,183; Butte, 7,752; Bozeman, 7,685; Great Falls, 
5,049; Deer Lodge, 983, and Boulder 295.14 Clearly neither 
Anaconda nor Butte, whose residents were actively seeking 
the capital for their respective cities, could hope to over­
come Helena’s popularity margin singly. If, however, they 
combined efforts one of the cities would have a good 
chance of getting the designation.
OTHER POLITICAL ISSUES
From this point on, Helena seemed to lack enough im­
portance to qualify for the Standard’s news columns ex- i 
cept when major news occurred there. Durston referred 
to Helena only as "the temporary capital.” But other 
political issues were given adequate coverage in the 
Standard also. One of these concerned the Precinct 34 vote 
in Silver Bow county which had given the Republicans 
control of the Montana legislature in 1890. At this time 
Montana’s United States senators were not popularly 
elected but were chosen by the state legislators. Conse­
quently, control of the legislature was tantamount to se­
curing a seat in the United States Senate.
The principal issue involved was whether Republicans 
had used corrupt pactices to distort the vote in Precinct 34 
and thus eventually place W . F. Sanders and Thomas C. 
Power in the U. S. Senate in 1890. Controversy over seat- \ 
ing these men led to one of the most sharply-worded i 
editorials ever written by Durston. Entitled simply, "Pre- j 
cinct 34,” it said in part:
The affair was carried to the federal senate, the most 1
partisan tribunal on earth. The fruit of it is that in :|
the federal senate sit today two men who are admitted 
by a majority of the people of Montana to have stolen 
their seats, two men who as an eminently fitting sequel, 
have proved to be imbeciles in the public service, two 
men whose career in Washington lacks every element 
of excellence. One of them is looked upon by his as­
sociates as a bumptious bore, the other has proved him­
self to be an incompetent meddler.
Thousands of Republicans in the state are as ashamed 
of these two men as they are mortified over the methods 
by which the pair of them got their seats. They crawled 
into the senate. They were insulted and taunted as 
they sneaked their way in, and they were dealt with 
by honorable senators as if they were a couple of curs 
after they got in . . . They were avoided; they stood it 
all like cowards.
W hile they live they will be held in contempt. They 
will not soon be forgotten. When they are dead citi­
zens of Montana will point to their graves and say:
'The men who stole the state are buried there.’15
Meanwhile the state’s second senatorial election came ’ 
before the state legislature, and the Democrats were deter- I
_ i h
14Ellis L. Waldron, Montana Politics Since 1864  (Missoula, Mont., j l f  
1958), p. 15.
15Anaconda Standard, July 1, 1892.
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mined another Sanders-Power fiasco should not occur. 
William A. Clark was again a candidate. The scandal re­
sulting from Clark’s bribery and attempted bribery to 
win election are too well known for repetition here.16 Suf­
fice it that Clark slowly gained strength while that of 
incumbent W . F. Sanders waned. Several other candidates 
cornered enough votes to block a majority necessary for 
Clark’s election. It was at this point that Clark began 
bribing the legislators, and over which he was eventually 
expelled from the senate. These bribes and bribery at­
tempts became so well known that only Clark’s initial 
failures in them were news. Nearly all the state’s news­
papers gave the story prominent coverage. The Standard 
headlined:
"THEY FELL DOWN; Money Couldn’t Buy Enough 
Votes; Three Votes Short; Clark Sat in Front Ready to 
Accept.”17
Finally, when Clark failed to gain the 35 votes needed 
for election, after the legislature had wrangled 50 days 
without reaching a decision, Gov. John E. Rickards, a 
Republican, appointed Lee Mantle, Durston’s Republican 
rival who owned the Butte Inter-Mountain, to succeed Sand­
ers. Mantle, Thomas H. Carter, and Joseph M. Dixon had 
shared the 37 votes that blocked Clark’s way to the United 
States Senate.
DURSTON IRRITATED
Mantle’s appointment irritated Durston and Daly, be­
cause they felt he was responsible for a number of false­
hoods about the Democratic party. Besides, the Inter- 
Mountain was the main obstacle to the Standard’s domina­
tion of Butte. The Inter-Mountain held the Associated 
Press franchise that kept the Standard out of town when 
a publishing site was sought. Nevertheless, Mantle’s ap­
pointment was far less odious than would have been Clark’s 
victory, and the Standard could take consolation in this.
In an editorial entitled "Two Months from Today,” 
written in early September, 1894, Durston called attention 
:o the forthcoming election and reminded his readers of 
Anaconda’s 1892 defeat which the Standard did not want 
repeated. Wrote Durston:
The Independent assured us the other day that 
Helena had not yet started out for real fighting. W e  
thought so. W e have never been able to believe that 
the breaks and blunders of the past four months are 
an exhibition of Helena at her best. The fact is that 
Helena cannot fight. She has tried it and failed.18
How well Helena, backed by Clark, could fight, Durston 
>as soon to learn. Preparatory editorials continued in the 
standard throughout September. Durston chose the last I
I — 1
, 'Christopher Connelly, op. cit.
] Anaconda Standard, March 2, 1893.
| Ibid. Sept. 6, 1894.
34 days of the campaign to begin his sprint to the finish 
wire. "Merit versus Mud” was the title of his editorial 
which set the temper for the closing month of the cam­
paign. It said:
Helena begins the month of October with the re­
newed proclamation of the timeworn insult. It is this: 
the man who votes for Helena is reputable; all other 
citizens are indecent men. The handwriting is on the 
wall. Enraged over the insults of her misdirected campaign 
and made mad by the wreck of her preposterous pre­
tenses, Helena raves like a maniac over her impend­
ing defeat, muttering the imprecations of an imbecile 
against all who oppose her.
Read yesterday morning's Helena Independent. It is 
the nervous wail of the lost. Repetition at columns’ 
length, in intenser form because the situation is more 
desperate, of the insolent flings of two years ago at every 
city and every citizen refusing to subscribe to the propo­
sition that the people’s first business is to save Helena.18
Durston’s ability to find the exact expression to plunge 
deepest his insult was nearly equaled by his occasional 
flattery while he sparred for another thrust:
It is refreshing to run up against one newspaper in 
Helena that has some gumption about it and talks sense 
. . . The Colored Citizen is now several weeks old and 
it is prepared to set the pace for the white trash at the 
temporary capital.
You 11 not find the Colored Citizen circulating lies 
about Anaconda smoke, or pretending that the site of 
Helena is as good as that of Anaconda, or insinuating that 
Helena is more convenient of approach, or prating about 
centrality and kindred nonsense.
The Colored Citizen may be be depended upon to 
stay within the capital campaign on its merits.20
FIGHT APPROACHING CLIMAX 
W ith the capital campaign now nearly at its height, 
Daly’s forces began organizing "Anaconda for Capital” 
clubs on a scale hardly imagined two years before. Prac­
tically every community in western Montana had one, and 
their activities were treated as important news in the 
Standard. Beginning with its Sunday edition Oct. 7, 1894, 
the Standard devoted an entire page, without advertise­
ments, to the capital race progress. Many quotes from 
western Montana newspapers favoring Anaconda as the 
site of the permanent capital were included. In Mis­
soula, where Daly had extensive lumbering interests to 
provide timbers for his mines, lived many of Anaconda’s 
greatest boosters. Following a rally there October 6, the 
Standard’s front page shouted "WEST SIDE MEN SOLID” 
when it described Missoula’s "Splendid Demonstration”:
MISSOULA, Oct. 6— The whole town is copper and 
blue to-night, Anaconda’s catchy badges appearing on the 
buttonhole of men of all stations and vocations. Ana-
uIbid. Oct. 2, 1894.
Mlbid. Oct. 5, 1894.
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conda’s campaign was formally opened here this even­
ing with the blaze of bonfires, the boom of anvils, and 
melodious and stirring music by the Garden City band.21
Unless it should be inferred that Helena was not victory- 
bent in her own direction, Durston called attention to 
her activities and admonished Anaconda’s supporters to 
redouble their own efforts. A  month before the election 
he said:
Helena tuned up all her newspaper organs last week 
to shout corrupton while that city’s capital committee 
rustled for the money with which the temporary capital 
fancies she can buy Butte. Thousands of dollars were 
raised by a loan which the Helena banks united in fur­
nishing, with security in the shape of real estate which 
was tossed in as a contribution. Helena does not dis­
guise her intention to use all the money she can gather 
as a corruption fund in Silver Bow.22
Farther down the page Durston reviewed Anaconda’s 
accomplishments until that time:
The capital election thirty-one days ahead of us, and 
four thousand six hundred and eighty-three members 
already enrolled in the Anaconda capital clubs in Silver 
Bow county.
It is close to sixty per cent of the total capital vote 
cast in Silver Bow county in 1892, and there are 
thousands to hear from.
. . . Nearly five regiments of citizens whom the 
Helena press will have to denounce as dishonest and 
dangerous; how busy the society journals . . . w ill be!28
MANTLE SUPPORTS DURSTON
Until this time, however, Anaconda’s chances of de­
feating Helena in the coming election were poor because 
Butte was still actively in the running. Unless one would 
yield to the other, Helena would win the election easily. 
Curiously, Lee Mantle, owner of the Inter-Mountain, set 
aside former differences with Daly and provided assist­
ance for Durston’s cause. In a lengthy editorial in his 
own paper October 6, Mantle reviewed the entire capital 
contest and then decided:
. . . the Inter-Mountain, reviewing all circumstances 
and using its best judgment on behalf of the people of 
Butte and of the state, announces itself in agreement 
with the sentiment of the majority and in favor of the 
location of the capital of Montana at Anaconda.24
The Inter-Mountain based its new position on popular 
sentiment by legislators, newspapers, and labor supporting 
Marcus Daly’s home town. If there was anything besides 
genuine concern for the people of Butte in Mantle’s de­
cision, it has never been suggested.
The Anaconda-for-the-Capital cigar already had made 
its appearance. Daly forces distributed the specially made *
*Ibid. Oct. 7, 1894.
™Loc. cit. 
mLoc. cit.
“Butte Inter-Mountain, Oct. 6, 1894.
cheroots by the thousands. Clark saw in this gesture an 
opportunity to split the Anaconda ranks by appealing to 
the strongly organized labor groups around Butte and 
Anaconda. Accordingly he announced that the cigars were 
made by scab labor. Bloody eastern strikes a few years 
before had made local miners active in the union move­
ment. Undoubtedly this tactic won some votes for Helena. 
By October 9 both sides were engaging in considerable 
sinister campaigning and vote buying. In somewhat of an 
armed truce they ran an announcement on the front page 
of the Standard calling for:
FAIR PLAY AT THE POLLS 
The Capital Election Must Be Carried on 
W ith Fairness and Honesty in Every 
Precinct in This State.
Signed by Anaconda Capital committee,
Endorsed by Helena Executive Committee.25
During the third week of October Durston and his 
staff were running an average of 60 inches of edi­
torials daily supporting Anaconda’s bid for the capital. A 
full page of the Sunday feature section was reserved for 
Anaconda-for-Capital activities. As had happened two years 
earlier, overconfidence was clouding the Standard’s efforts. 
W ith the election just two weeks away, Durston beamed: 
Here we are, entering the final fortnight in the 
capital race, with Anaconda handsomely in the lead, 
fresh for the final burst and perfectly assured of her 
ability to make a winning finish . . . Last week, by 
every illegitimate device, Helena sought to hinder 
Anaconda’s steady push toward the goal— by scurrilous 
libel and cowardly sneer, by the defamation of decent 
men and aspersion on the names of reputable citizens.
It avails Helena nothing.28
Similar confidence was shown on the front page the fol­
lowing day. Under a one-line headline stating simply, 
’HER FRIENDS,’ the Standard said: "Anaconda’s Splendid 
Legions in Line”;"Gaining at Every Point Every Hour in 
the Day”; "GOOD NEWS FROM ALL OVER.”27 
A more discerning reader, however, might have de­
tected an ominous hint in Durston’s daily editorial. " ... The 
Northern Pacific has been the real effective factor in all 
of Helena’s fighting,”28 it said. He then commented that 
the railroad had carried thousands of visitors free to Helena 
all summer and had issued free passes to all persons working 
on Helena’s behalf. The Helena Independent injected a 
last-minute catalyst in the boiling campaign mixture by 
declaring that W . A. Clark had said the people of Butte 
were for Helena. Immediately Durston’s paper challenged 
Clark to defend his statement at a public debate. All the
28Anaconda Standard, Oct. 9, 1894. |
xIbid. Oct. 2 3 ,1 8 9 4 .
27Ibid. Oct. 24, 1894.
MLoc. cit.
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people of Anaconda needed, said Durston, was 10 hours 
advance notice to get there.
Helena’s supporters subsequently announced a joint 
I debate in Bozeman but neglected to inform the Anaconda 
' committee. Friends in Bozeman tipped them off, however, 
and a special train was chartered to rush Anaconda’s 
[speakers to Bozeman. Except for the fact that the debate 
was held, Standard readers learned little of the outcome. 
Durston gave light coverage to the affair.
DURSTON STILL CONFIDENT 
i Ten days before the election Durston thought he had 
[the victory in Anaconda’s pocket. In his shortest editorial 
of the campaign, only four lines, Durston said: "If Helena 
| will kindly keep up her abuse of Anaconda’s supporters 
Must one week more, Anaconda’s majority will be doubled.”29 
? The front page was less restrained. It chortled: "ON THE 
I RUN”; "Helena’s Cohorts Completely Routed”; "IT’S ALL 
OVER WITH HER.”30
That night Butte held a torchlight parade for Ana- 
|:onda. The Standard reporter covering the event said it 
I had never been equaled in all the Rocky Mountain Region. 
1 More than 5,000 "loyal and enthusiastic men” took part, the 
liccount reported.31 It added there was no doubt now that 
Anaconda would emerge victorious a week hence. Durston 
agreed: "Helena has lost the capital fight; Helena figures 
lerself loser. It is all up with the temporary capital’s 
I;upercillious pretensions!”32 Two days before the election 
£ he Standard departed from its traditional makeup and 
! ised a two-column headline layout and 48 inches of two- 
column type. The story concerned an alleged Helena plot 
| .imed at disenfranchising hundreds of Butte and Ana-
I onda voters. A  similar layout followed on the next day 
i vhen Durston cheerfully said:
It’s a fine Monday morning for Anaconda, the winner 
of the capital race. Stand pat, all you friends of Ana­
conda; we are the sure winners, but make it so marked 
that no man in Montana will be able to say there is 
a shadow of doubt about it.83
With this buildup, election day was merely to be the 
i  ormality of voting in Anaconda as the official capital. Con-
II inuing the two-column makeup the Standard crowed: 
HELENA IS COMPLETELY ROUTED”; "She Can’t
■ 'ome Within Four Thousand Votes of Winning the 
g Capital”; "There’s Hardly a County in the State Where 
1  Lnaconda W ill Not Get a Good Majority”; "From Every
mportant Point in Montana Come Assurances of a Glor-
■ )us Victory for the Copper City.”34
mdbid. Oct. 27, 1894. 
n  Loc. cit. 
i f  Loc. cit.
B L oc. cit.
!> Ibid. Nov. 6, 1894. 
i f  Loc. cit.
And the front page contained a handy sample ballot, 
with a prominent X  beside the name of Anaconda, to aid 
the less mentally facile of Durston’s readers. In 10-point 
type he gave his readers this advice:
Keep cool to-day. Helena’s plan is to delay the Great 
Northern train so as to import into Butte 200 or 300  
toughs and strikers. Go right ahead with the work at the 
precincts and do not permit yourself to be coaxed into 
quarrels with any hitter for the temporary capital.
Start out this morning to make it 4,000 majority for 
Anaconda and keep it up all day.*8
An inside-page story declared rascals were at work in 
Butte, and that Helena had filled Butte with hired thugs. 
The plan, according to the Standard, was to have these 
persons vote as often as possible, fight whenever there was 
an opportunity, and generally raise a riot.
First indications that all did not go as Durston had 
hoped showed up in the Standard on the morning after 
election. The confident headlines remained: "AFTER A  
CLOSE RACE”; "It Was a Hard Battle, But Victory W ill 
Crown the Copper City.”36 But the last deck on the 
headline revealed Anaconda’s majority was down to 700, 
based on early returns—a later bit of information than 
was included in the accompanying story. It declared that 
of the 38,021 votes tallied so far, Anaconda received 
19,525 and Helena 18,496, leaving Anaconda in the lead 
by 1,029 votes.37 Durston’s editorial, evidently written 
even later than the front page headline, to give him a 
commentarial advantage, trimmed the margin even closer: 
600 votes.
Then Durston may have noted the steady buildup of 
Helena votes as the last of the election canvass was tallied. 
On Nov. 8, 1894, two days after the election, Durston 
reduced his front page headline to one column instead 
of two but still maintained a ray of optimism: "IT IS A 
CLOSE FIT”; "Anaconda in the Lead with Precincts That 
Are Yet to Be Heard From.”38 The accompanying news 
story now placed Anaconda’s majority at 300 votes with 
43,382 votes accounted for. Again Durston’s editorial 
contained later information. He revealed the Anaconda 
majority was down to 186 votes at midnight when the 
paper went to press. One can imagine the suspense at 
both Anaconda and Helena as the gap slowly narrowed. 
Durston asked his readers to be patient as the returns 
came in.
DURSTON BITTERLY DEFEATED
Then Durston realized that Anaconda had lost. The 
Standard on November 9 carried no page one story on
Mlbid. Nov. 6, 1894  
wlbid. Nov. 7, 1894. 
mLoc. cit.
mlbid. Nov. 8, 1894.
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the race, indication enough that the worst had happened. 
But Durston confirmed it in his daily editorial:
If in the end it shall be found that Helena wins the 
fight, then there will be full warrant for the paragraph 
in the Independent of yesterady morning which says: 
'Great is Butte, and the citizens of Helena will keep her 
action on Tuesday in lasting remembrance.’ Helena never 
yet held in remembrance any city to which her gratitude 
was due; if she changes her tactics she will indeed have 
heavy obligations to pay in Butte, because Butte elected 
Helena.*9
The next day there was no mention in the Standard of 
the Helena victory. Editor Durston, bitterly defeated, had 
nothing to say. But five days after the election, although 
the Standard carried no news story regarding the forth­
coming victory celebration in Helena, Durston recovered 
enough spiritually to place some of his sarcastic thoughts 
into his daily editorial:
It is to be hoped that in the big excursion to Helena 
will be included all those union men, members of labor 
organizations, who on election day stood on the street 
corners and refused to vote until they had been bribed.
The sale of their citizenship for a little beer money was 
of greater moment to them than the question, which city 
in the race is the best city for union men, and there­
fore the city which union men should support.
. . . And then there are the imported thugs, repeaters 
and detectives from Spokane whom the Helena Capital 
Committee sent to Butte for the campaign. They should 
not neglect to take the train for Helena and march in 
the big procession.40
The fact that Durston nearly disregarded the Helena 
victory did not leave the people of Butte and Anaconda 
ignorant of its occurrence. Clark’s Miner provided the 
information the Standard lacked. The day after election the 
Miner’s editorial column shouted:
Three Cheers!
The Citizenship of Montana is vindicated!
**lbid. Nov. 9, 1894.
“Ibid. Nov. 11 , 1894.
Tyranny has reached its Waterloo! . . .
This election in Montana is not only the Waterloo 
of the most tyrannical corporation that ever attempted to 
crush out the independence of the people, but it is the 
declaration of independence of one of the grandest people 
this world has ever seen.41
And Helena celebrated in a manner befitting the scope 
of the task it had accomplished. William A. Clark was hero 
of the town. A great bonfire was set atop Mt. Helena and 
could be seen for miles. A  thousand cheering citizens met 
the special train bringing Clark from Butte for the festiv­
ities. He was lifted atop men’s shoulders and carried to 
a waiting carriage. Hundreds of men pulled the carriage 1 
through the streets of Helena by means of a long rope. 
Bands played and the city proclaimed its victorious leader. 
Durston was unimpressed. Under a remote headline and 
with a Helena dateline, the Standard’s story said:
The ovation which W . A. Clark received early in the 
evening upon his arrival from Butte showed that Helena 
thanks Clark for sacrificing his own city for Helena.
He rode in a richly decorated carriage.* 48
Altogether the capital fight cost more than a million 
dollars. Clark himself admitted he had spent "more than 
$100,000” in the contest.43 Daly was believed to have 
spent at least that much himself. Whatever breach existed 
between Daly and Clark prior to the election was but 
a hairline crack compared to the one created by it. 'i 
Clark had cost Anaconda the capital. He had cost Daly j 
many thousands of dollars in a futile attempt for the I 
designation. And he had cost the Standard prestige which 
could never be measured in money.
Now more than ever Durston and Daly had reason to : 
pit their twin possessions of money and newspaper knowl­
edge in an attempt for revenge. Clark, the small, bushy- 
bearded man, had become an obsession with them.
Butte M iner, No. 7, 1894.
48Anaconda Standard, Nov. 13 , 1894.
“ Report Number 1052, 56th Congress, First Session, Section I, I  
"The Admitted or Undisputed Facts.”
“ Whoso tells the truth dully, he treats a noble friend 
most shabbily; for truly the truth deserves cloth of 
Brabant and cloa\ of ermine. Yet is the dullest truth 
better than the cleverest insincerity”—
A r t h u r  L. S to n e , First Dean
i
of the School of Journalism,
Montana State University
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RESEARCH
SUMMARIES
This section is devoted to brief summaries of research reports written by students 
as term papers for various classes in the MSU School of Journalism. Presented here 
are summaries of five studies that are designed to examine various views on the 
problem of publishing juvenile names in crime news. The papers are written for the 
course, Imw of Journalism, taught by Dr. Frederick T. C. Yu.
JUVENILE NAMES IN CRIME NEWS
T H E  B A C K G R O U N D  O F  T H E  M O N T A N A  
J U V E N I L E  S E C R E C Y  L A W
By Joseph Zahler*
The 1947 Revised Codes of Montana 
define the juvenile secrecy law as fol­
lows:
Publicity forbidden:
No publicity shall be given to any 
matter or proceeding in the juvenile 
court involving children proceeded 
against as, or found to be delinquent 
children.1
The term "delinquent child” is de- 
fined as any child who is 18 years old 
and younger who violates any city ord- 
j i nance or state law.2
In 1905 the Legislative Assembly 
called a "juvenile delinquent” a "juve- 
jjj nile disorderly person.” The definition
i  ’ Joseph Zahler is a senior majoring in 
| radio and television at Montana-State Uni- 
I versity.
PChoate & Wertz, Revised Codes of Mon­
ta n a , "Juvenile,” Ch. 6, No. 1, Part 2, 
I (1947).
1 31 bid.
afforded to the "juvenile disorderly per­
son” was any child who did not ad­
here to the laws on compulsory edu­
cation.3 In 1911 the law makers found 
it necessary to draw up a more detailed 
definition and to amend a specific age 
limit. The age limit was set at 17.4 
Then in 1919 the limit was changed 
to 18 years of age.
In 1957 a number of legislators at­
tempted but failed to lower the age 
limit to 16 years of age. Thus the 1947 
secrecy law still stands as it is.
Prior to the 1947 ruling, no specific 
law ruled that secrecy must be observed 
in juvenile delinquency cases. Until 
then the law merely stated that the 
judge of courts handling juvenile mat­
*Laws of Montana, 9th Session, Ch. 8, Sec. 1, 
( 1 9 0 5 ) .
*Latvs of Montana, 12 Session, Ch. 122, 
( 1 9 1 1 ) .
ters could exclude from trials "any per­
sons that did not represent the interest 
of the child or those not necessary for 
the trial of the case.”5 The press could 
no doubt publish the names, but then the 
judge could rule contempt if necessary. 
The general meaning of this law per­
tains most strongly to closed sessions. 
It must be emphasized that this specific 
law covers all aspects of juvenile busi­
ness and was not drawn up solely to 
protect the juvenile delinquent.
The juvenile secrecy law as it stands 
today is not absolutely effective because 
it does not state a penalty section. Ac­
tually there is little history concerning 
the Montana juvenile secrecy law. This 
can perhaps be explained by the relative 
youth of the state and the lack of 
legislation.
*Laws of Montana, 12 Session, Ch. 122, 
( 1 9 1 1 ) .
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H O W  N E W S P A P E R  E D I T O R S
V I E W  T HE  J U V E N I L E  S E C R E C Y  L A W
By Jack C. Gilluly*
This is a study of how Montana news­
paper editors view the state law which 
prohibits publication of proceedings of 
juvenile courts.
Questionnaires were sent to editors 
of 80 Montana newspapers including 13 
dailies and 67 weeklies. The 80 ques­
tionnaires produced 44 replies, or a 
response of 55 per cent. Nine replies 
were received from the dailies and 35 
from the weeklies.
Two judges who learned about the 
survey volunteered their opinions on the 
subject. Their comments, however, 
were not included in the findings .
THE FINDINGS
The editors were first asked: "Do 
you agree with the Montana law that 
prohibits the publication of names of 
juvenile delinquents?” Almost all of 
them disagreed with the present law. 
Specifically, 42 out of the 44 respond­
ents (95 per cent) disagreed.
Several editors said they could not 
categorically answer the question yes 
or no. Apparently, these editors had 
some reservations about the law and 
their answers were included with the 
no answers.
The second question requested the 
respondents to give the reasons for their 
answers. The following statements 
were offered by those who were critical 
of the law.
Reason Frequency Pet.
Publicity and fear of 
publicity are a deterrent 
to crime. 14 31.8%
The present law is a 
shield for juvenile delin­
quents to hide behind. 12 27.7%
The present law pro­
motes juvenile delinquen­
cy. 11 25.0%
The present law gives 
immunity to parents. 10 22.7%
•Jack C. Gilluly is a junior in the MSU 
School of Journalism.
Reason Frequency Pet.
The present law keeps 
the public in ignorance. 9 20.4%
It is unfair to publish 
adults’ names and not ju­
veniles’ names. 5 11.3%
The present law has not 
deterred juvenile crime 
rate. 3 07.7%
The present law is an 
infringement on the free­
dom of the press. 2 04.5%
The age of the violator 
has no bearing on extent 
of crime news worthiness. 1 02.2%
Those editors who were wholeheart­
edly in favor of the present law and 
those who could see the desirable as­
pects of the law in spite of their op­
position to it suggested the following 
reasons:
Reason "Frequency Pet. 
The publication of ju­
venile delinquents’ names 
would interfere with the 
juvenile court program of 
rehabilitation. 6 13.4%
The publication of ju­
venile delinquents’ names 
would attach a stigma on 
the juvenile forever. 3 06.8%
The publication of ju­
venile delinquents’ names 
would make the juveniles 
proud, and therefore in­
crease their incentive to 
break the law. 2 04.5%
Varied answers were produced by 
the third question, "If the present law 
should be changed or modified in any 
manner, what recommendations or sug­
gestions would you make? W hy?” 
Among the suggestions:
Suggestions Frequency Pet.
Leave the publication 
of juvenile delinquents’ 
names at the discretion 
of newspaper editors. 19 43 .1%
Publish all names of 
those guilty of repeated 
offenses, (major or min­
or; second or third) 10  22.7%
Suggestions Frequency Pet.
Publish only names of 
those guilty of felony 
(major) crimes. 5 11.3%
Publish the names of 
parents as well as their 
children. 4  09.0%
Open all juvenile court 
proceedings to the public. 4  09.0%
Clarify the ambiguity 
of the present law as to 
when names can or cannot 
be published. 3 06.3%
Make exceptions to 
girls involved in rape or 
sex cases. 3 06.3%
Publish all names of 
delinquents over the age 
of 12. 3 06.3%
Leave the publication 
of juvenile names at the 
discretion of juvenile 
judges. 2 04.5%
Have a "trial period” in 
which all names for all 
offenses would be pub­
lished. 1 02.2%
The law should have 
a stipulation protecting 
the news source. 1 02.2%
A ll cases should be 
brought before a confer­
ence of lawyers, jurists, 
press, judges and law en­
forcement officers to de­
termine if the names 
should be published. 1 02.5%
Each case should be 
handled in reference to its 
individual problems. 1 02.5%
Only two editors in the study were 
completely in agreement with the law 
and suggested no change.
Several tentative conclusions can be 
drawn on the basis of this survey:
( 1 )  Almost all the respondents for 
one reason or another were dissatisfied 
with the present law concerning the 
publication of juvenile delinquents’ 
names.
(2 ) Almost all of them wanted to 
change or modify the present law.
(3 ) Although most of them wanted
Jr}
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the present law changed, they were 
unable to agree on the particular points 
to be changed. This is evidenced by 
the variety of suggestions they advance.
(4) Many of the editors— 43.1 per 
cent of them—believed that they should 
be the ones to decide on publication of 
names of juvenile delinquents. Others 
implied or hinted that the editor should 
have "editorial discretion.”
Particularly revealing are some of 
the comments volunteered by the res­
pondents. Excerpts of some of the 
representative ones follow:
Larry C. Bowler, editor of the Dan­
iels County Leader, Scobey:
Lawyers are incompetent to judge 
public relations in society; and news­
papers are seldom competent in the 
legal field, but a blending of the two, 
or rather three, lawyers, jurists, and the 
press (with enforcement agencies co­
operating), in conferences, could work 
out for each individual case, with an 
accompanying law calling for that. No 
one field alone should be allowed ab­
solute power in straightening out youth 
. . . when parents fail.
Ray Loman, editor of the Ronan Pi­
oneer, Ronan:
No, I do not agree with the present 
law but please do not list this in your 
survey as a categorical answer. I feel 
that every case should be handled with 
reference to the individual problems.
I would suggest that it follow quite 
closely the provisions of the standard 
juvenile code which is now in effect in 
half of the states. This would enable 
each case to be judged on its merits (or 
dismerits) and would result in a more 
intelligent approach to the problem and 
to the problems of the individuals in­
volved.
Sam Gilluly, former editor of the 
Glasgow Courier, Glasgow:
In almost every case where we do 
publish some juvenile violation, traffic 
or otherwise, I invariably find that 
some parents come in the office to 
argue about publication of the news and 
to ask why I did not print "such and 
such” case. In other words, this has 
led me to believe that all cases should 
receive publicity equally. W hile the 
parents are complaining because they do 
not want to see the names of their
children in print, there would be less 
complaint if all were treated the same.
If we are going into the juvenile 
publication, we must go all the way 
with some possible exceptions. How­
ever, the more exceptions we make, the 
more difficulty we will have. I know 
that this will, in some cases, be rather 
heart-breaking for parents and children. 
But I am convinced it will have to 
be all or none.
Joel H. Overholser, editor of the 
River Press, Fort Beaton:
W e agree with the protection of 
youngsters committing their first, minor 
offenses. W e would urge, however, 
that that protection be withdrawn for 
multiple offenders, and publicity be 
left to the discretion of the newspaper.
In case of major offenses, the prohibi­
tion of publication of names becomes 
downright silly, particularly in a small 
town. Incidentally, a lot of the young­
sters seem to disagree with protection 
of names of offenders— feel it refleas 
on them as a group in some cases, in­
nocent or otherwise.
W e disagree with the "discretion of 
the judge” revision. Their viewpoints 
vary widely— some would protea all 
offenders; others would regard, or 
judge, what they regarded as "worse” 
offenses in their discretionary position.
Jerry Strauss, editor of the Choteau 
Acantha, Choteau:
Publishing the names of lawbreakers 
is severe punishment, because it is 
human nature to lord over others who 
have been caught doing something they 
should not have done.
Children have time to make up for 
mistakes before coming of age; it makes 
no one wiser or better off to know the 
names of juvenile offenders; a stigma 
can be attached to a juvenile that can­
not always be lived down, no matter 
how reformed he may be in later life.
Mel Ruder, editor of the Hungry 
Horse News, Columbia Falls:
I do not recognize that the law pro­
hibits the publication of juvenile of­
fenders, but only the proceedings of 
juvenile court. I do not see any gain 
for law and order by shielding teen­
agers from publicity. W e publish the 
names of teen-age offenders and haven’t 
had any problems as a result. Actually 
we do not miss publishing the pro­
ceedings of juvenile court too much.
In most cases the juvenile court proc­
esses involve warnings, probation and
seldom a trip to Miles City.
I think the proceedings of juvenile 
court should be open to the public 
and the press with certain reservations 
made, such as girls in sex cases. Con­
siderable care should be taken in draft­
ing up such a law. Editors do not want 
to decide what cases should be in print 
and what should not be any more than 
we want to make decisions on adult 
cases.
Miles Romney, editor of the West­
ern News, Hamilton:
Permit publication of any action by 
the courts, the law enforcement officers 
— including probation officers, within 
the limits of judgment of editors. It 
would be the rare editor— if any—  
who would invade the privacies such 
as publication of names of viaims of 
rape, incest, etc. In this connection just 
how valid the present law would prove 
to be if tested by the Supreme Court 
is an interesting speculation. It would 
probably be wise for some newspaper­
man to become the guinea pig in a test 
case, but nobody seems to want to take 
the trouble . . . Trial and error is the 
best test for theory. But we ought to 
possess enough sense to discard instru­
ments that are shown to be faulty in 
praaice.
Harold R. Burges, publisher of the 
Glasgow Cornier, Glasgow:
The law should have a clause that 
would protea any news source from 
any aaion that might stem from the 
publication of juvenile delinquents' 
names. In other words, publication of 
the names of an offender and parents 
would not be grounds for libel in any 
case.
Tom Taylor, editor of the Eagle, Eka- 
laka:
It is not too clear in its present form 
— even lawyers are a little hazy about 
exactly what is permissible. I would 
be in favor of a trial period without 
any law on this subjea.
Lloyd E. Stinebaugh, editor of the 
Shelby Times, Shelby:
Modify the law to allow the publi­
cation of names of juveniles generally. 
There may be some exceptions to the 
girl involved in a rape case and is a 
juvenile. But for the average crime 
committed by a juvenile, publish the 
details from the age of say 12. Child­
ren under this age would come under 
the more or less nonaccountability age.
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H O W  T H O S E  W O R K I N G  W I T H  T H E  L A W
V I E W  T H E  Y O U T H  S E C R E C Y  C O D E
By Ruth James*
This study is designed to discover 
the views of Montana judges, attorneys 
and law enforcement officers on the 
problem of publication of the names of 
juvenile delinquents.
Questionnaires were sent to 83 Su­
preme Court Justices, district judges, 
county attorneys, sheriffs, chiefs of po­
lice, and probation officers. Fifty three 
of them responded. This is a response 
of 64 per cent. The respondents in­
clude 17 district judges, 15 sheriffs, 14 
county attorneys, 3 Supreme Court Jus­
tices, 3 chiefs of police, and 1 proba­
tion officer. The questionnaires were 
sent to every county in Montana, and 
replies were received from 37 cities 
representing both large and small com­
munities.
The law enforcement officers who re­
sponded were overwhelmingly in favor 
of a change in the present law; they 
voted 16 to 2 to change or revise the 
existing law. District court judges 
split almost evenly on the question; 
eight of them were in favor of a change 
while nine wanted to preserve the pres­
ent law. Most of the responding county 
attorneys favored the present law; only 
four of the 14 opposed it.
Among those who favored the pres­
ent law, 16 argued that rehabilitation is 
aided by secrecy in juvenile cases, par­
ticularly in younger children or first­
time offenders. Three judges and coun­
ty attorneys pointed out that delin­
quency is "a symptom of some deeper 
problem,” and that young people who 
get into trouble do so for some reason 
over which they have no control. They 
insisted that home environment, family 
income, parental training and guidance 
are principal causes of juvenile prob­
lems and delinquency. Most problems
#Ruth James is a senior in the MSU School 
of Journalism.
arise from a small number of families, 
they said, and since chronic offenders 
often lack affection in the home they in­
dulge in notoriety because it enables 
them to attract attention.
One sheriff defended the present law 
by pointing out that by prohibiting 
publication of the names of juvenile 
delinquents a child does not have a 
"record” against him if he does make 
good in later years. Another judge said 
that less pressure from the public is 
put on judges and probation officers 
when names are not published. Still 
another judge said publicity tends to 
limit the available resources, such as 
foster homes, which are already too lim­
ited.
In small communities, problems are 
mostly in the nature of pranks rather 
than crimes and normally a visit from 
some law enforcement official is enough 
to make any individual think twice be­
fore causing more trouble, one county 
attorney said. Children feel publicity 
is to be avoided at all costs even though 
it takes less time for the word to spread 
throughout the community than it does 
to publish it in the weekly paper, he 
added.
D. W . Hutchinson, Missoula pro­
bation officer, raised an interesting point 
when he commented:
Some Montana newspapers have oc­
casionally printed the names of juve­
niles, in defiance of Section 10-633. The 
fact that the parents of those juveniles 
did not sue the newspapers which vio­
lated the law makes it appear that the 
parents are in accord. Can you imagine 
a newspaper violating that law by pub­
lishing the name of a juvenile offender 
who happened to be the son of a prom­
inent merchant? There would be a 
suit filed immediately . . .  In too many 
cases, in many fields, discrimination is 
shown . . .
Six of the respondents who said they 
do not agree with the present law said 
that juveniles learn they are sheltered 
by the law and take unfair advantage 
of the situation. One judge said: 
"Children are not made to appreciate 
the nature and consequences of their ' 
acts. They get the attitude that the 
laws are lenient and that nothing will 
be done and at 18 years of age receive, 
in many cases, a rude awakening.” 
Thirteen of the respondents in this 
study said that the deterrent effect of 
publication of names is lost under the 
present law. Ten respondents said that . 
laxness in parental training and super­
vision was encouraged by prohibiting j 
publication, because the force of public • 
opinion is not brought against the 
parents of the child. Three respond- I 
ents said that the present law causes un- t 
justified criticism of public officers be­
cause the public never knows exacdy 
what takes place at the hearings. Sev- J 
en commented that the present law does 1 
not protect innocent juveniles who I 
might be accused, and that juveniles I 
as a class are condemned.
James T. Shea, judge of the Seven- J 
teenth Judicial District commented:
It is my contention now, and always 
has been, that our method of trying 
juvenile cases is not a democratic one 
. . . To my mind a hearing in a district 
court with the public excluded is more 
or less in line with what I term a star 
chamber inquisition with all of the 
imputations connected therewith.
Wesley Castles, Associate Justice o f . 
the Montana Supreme Court, said that | 
he does not agree with the present law. 
His reasons: "It hasn’t accomplished 
its purpose. Crime prevention should ■: 
be the goal of any law. Public aware- I 
ness and alertness is the greatest de- j 
terrent of all.”
Two other respondents pointed out f
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that only the publication of juvenile 
court proceedings is prohibited, not the 
arrest and pre-juvenile court sessions. 
Therefore, an innocent person might 
be arrested for a crime and his name 
publicized. This argument is subject 
to many interpretations because there 
is no precedent, and most lawyers and 
judges advise newspapers to publish no 
names, even of arrests.
Two district attorneys said the pres­
ent law is difficult to interpret and en­
force from a prosecutor’s view. It tends 
to cover the facts, and gives the violator 
the right to be treated as a first of­
fender even though he is constantly 
in trouble with the law. They also said 
that law enforcement is discouraged in 
apprehending juveniles because not 
much is done to them.
When asked if publication of names 
would make law enforcement procedure 
easier or more difficult, 24 replied 
"easier” and 16 said "more difficult.” 
Those who believed that publication of 
names would make law enforcement 
procedure easier gave the following 
reasons: (1 )  It would reduce the num­
ber of repeaters; (2 ) delinquents could 
be dealt with as any other person ar­
rested; (3) the records would be open 
to the officers and (4 )  they would be 
more likely to know who the habitual 
violators were.
But those who opposed newspaper 
publicity argued with the following 
reasons: Newspaper sensationalism and 
"sentimental journalism” would be 
prevalent; influential persons would not 
only exert pressure with respect to 
their own children, but children of their 
friends and business acquaintances; it 
would impede obtaining information.
When asked if habitual offenders de­
served the same publicity treatment as 
first or second offenders, 24 respond­
ents answered "no” and 15 "yes.” Those 
who said the treatment should differ 
said that habitual offenders should be 
known by the public for what they are; 
first-time offenders should not be pub­
licized unless the crime is a serious one. 
Ten who wanted the same treatment 
for both habitual and first-time offend­
ers said that no names should ever be 
published. Four said that all names,
regardless of age or offense, first-time 
or habitual, should be published.
Thirteen of the 53 respondents be­
lieved that names should be published 
for all crimes or none. Six said that 
the names of juveniles should be pub­
lished for all serious crimes, regardless 
of the age of the delinquent, and seven 
said that only if children were over 16 
should their names be published for ser­
ious crimes. Eighteen said that there 
should be no age limit on whether 
crimes should be published or not, and 
twelve said that names of those under 
16 should not be published in con­
nection with offenses. Four said 12 
is the age at which names should first 
be published, three said 15, two 14, and 
two said 18.
Although 55 per cent of the 53 re­
spondents did think the law should be 
changed or modified in some way, no 
agreement was reached as to how it 
should be changed or what part should 
be modified. Only 11 of the respondents 
desired no change. Four respondents sug­
gested that the names of juveniles be 
printed at "the discretion of the judges.”
; HOW C L E R G Y M E N  V I E W  N E W S P A P E R
P U B L I C I T Y  A N D  J U V E N I L E  D E L I N Q U E N C Y
By Martha Katsuta*
Eleven clergymen representing dif- 
erent denominations in Missoula, Mon- 
ana were interviewed to discover their 
'iews on the problem of newspaper 
publicity and juvenile delinquency.
Three of the eleven clergymen favored 
he present law, four opposed the law, 
nd four declined to take a definite 
tand.
Those who upheld the law believed 
hat the law protects the delinquents 
nd prevents publicity seekers from get- 
:ng attention in the paper. One protes- 
•int minister wondered if a youngster 
|duM be held truly accountable for his
r '
{Martha Katsuta is a junior in the MSU 
|:hool of Journalism.
deeds. Another said: "Not all delin­
quents are the results of the careless­
ness of parents. There is more value 
in protecting parents than in exposing 
the delinquents’ names.”
Many of those opposing the law 
felt that a great deal of delinquency can 
be traced back to parental neglect and 
misguidance, and that publishing the 
delinquents’ names would cause negli­
gent parents to reform. One minister 
estimated that about 75 per cent of all 
delinquent behavior was due to some 
fault of the parents. "Our present law 
protects those who should be exposed,” 
he emphasized.
Those who didn’t take a definite 
stand on the issue believed that what
might be good for one person may be 
detrimental to another. As one mini­
ster put it, the law helps to protect 
first offenders, and children under 12 
years old, but such a law should not 
shield older, habitual and more severe 
offenders.
Two ministers believed rehabilitation 
would be adversely affected by publica­
tion, four thought rehabilitation would 
not be hindered, and five were uncer­
tain.
Those taking the opposite view ar­
gued that people are inclined to be 
lenient to those who go astray, and that 
they are willing to give a fair chance 
to the delinquents who can prove them­
selves. They also pointed out even if
31
33
School of Journalism: Journalism Review, 1960
Published by ScholarWorks at University of Montana, 2015
the delinquent’s name isn’t publicly 
made known, word of his identity gets 
around anyway.
Others thought that rehabilitation 
after public exposure depended on the 
type of crime and the delinquent him­
self. One clergyman said that if the 
crime had been severe, the delinquent’s 
reputation might suffer considerably. 
Another believed that rehabilitation 
might be more difficult in a small com­
munity than in a metropolis, but that 
what the youngster accomplished later 
is an important factor in molding public 
opinion.
Seven church leaders agreed that pub­
lishing the delinquents’ names would 
enable parents to know with whom 
their children are running around and 
thus to prevent their children from as­
sociating with undesirable youngsters. 
One minister insisted that the purpose 
of publication shouldn’t be to stigmatize 
the delinquents and to discourage others 
from associating with them. He added 
that young children can be warned of 
the dangers that lie in such malefactory 
behavior. Another minister argued: 
"In a secular sense we are supposed to 
run in better moral circles, but by 
Christian principles it is our duty to
help and befriend these unfortunate 
people.”
Four ministers explained that news­
paper exposure was unnecessary since 
names of delinquents could be made 
known through other sources such as 
friends, other children and associates. 
One minister said: "If we want to find 
out who the delinquent is so that we 
can help him our purpose in seeking 
his identity is justified. But there’s a 
tendency when a person is in trouble for 
us to kick him down further.”
The ministers were almost equally 
divided on the question of secrecy of 
court sessions. Six of the 11 clergymen 
felt secrecy of court proceedings creates 
misunderstandings and misconceptions 
on the part of the public. They believed 
that if people remain ignorant of what 
is going on in the courts, they will dis­
tort facts and imagine the worst. They 
also pointed out that preferential treat­
ment was being accorded to delinquents 
of influential parents who could squirm 
out of legal punishment by applying 
a little pressure, and that the present 
law sanctioning closed court sessions 
protects these people.
Five ministers supported court se­
crecy. Some of them felt the press is
H O W  H I G H  S C H O O L  S T U D E N T S  V I E W
J U V E N I L E  N A M E S  I N C R I M E  N E W S
By Gaylord T, Guenin*
This survey is an attempt to find out 
how Montana high school students think 
about the state law that prohibits pub­
lication of names of minors in connec­
tion with juvenile court proceedings.
The survey was conducted at the 
Missoula County High School, Missoula. 
Forty students, including 30 boys and 
10 girls, were interviewed. There were 
6 seniors, 11 juniors and 13 sophomores.
The students were first asked wheth­
* Gaylord T. Guenin is a junior in the MSU 
School of Journalism.
er they were aware of the existence 
of the state law. Then they were 
asked to give their opinions of the law 
and to explain their views.
THE FINDINGS
Of the 40 students interviewed, 33 
knew about the law and only 7 were 
unaware of it.
The students were almost evenly di­
vided in their opinions of the law. Six­
teen of the 40 interviewees said they 
were in favor of the law, 15 were 
against it and 9 were undecided. Among 
those who were “undecided,” however,
often concerned with what the readers 
want, and callous to the human elements 
involved. They believed that many who I 
claimed an interest in the delinquent 
are merely exhibiting "idle curiosity.” 
Seven clergymen believed publica­
tion would deter delinquency. They 
felt publication would affect the parents 
reputation and pride, forcing them tel 
keep closer tabs on their children. They 1 
also felt that if the delinquent realize: I 
that people in authority are agreeing tc I 
curb, and not protect, his waywarcl 
behavior, he will be deterred from break I 
ing the law. Four ministers disagreed! 
As one minister put it: "Publicity I  
wouldn’t change the rate of delinquent? I  
enough to compensate for the damage I  
incurred by publication.”
When asked for suggestions in im 1  
proving the law, three ministers recom 1  
mended no revisions. Three though a  
that names of those under 12 or nameii 
of first offenders should be withheld 
from the papers, except for those wh jl 
commit heinous crimes for which nj§ 
adequate explanation can be given b »  
professional people. One minister su| m 
gested that publication of names shoul m 
be limited to the junior high school 
level and only when guilt is prove: ‘ j
most appeared to be critical of the pre j 
ent law.
It seemed that most of the studeni 
including those who opposed the pre ] 
ent law were in favor of some tyja 
of law to govern the publication . 
names of juvenile delinquents. Whi | 
many of them felt the present la I 
should be modified or changed, th | 
could not agree on the changes to 
made. Some believed that new a J 
limits should be set; others suggest J  
that the nature of the crime should l 
the main consideration.
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Education for Journalism at Montana State TJniversit
The School of Journalism at Montana State University is one of the 
pioneers in journalism education. It was founded in 1914, only six years 
after the establishment of the first school of journalism in the United 
States, and is one of the 45 schools and departments of journalism accredited 
by the American Council on Education for Journalism. The School also 
was a charter member of the Association of Accredited Schools and Depart­
ments of Journalism.
A broad cultural education is the foundation of the curriculum offered 
by the School of Journalism. Approximately three-fourths of the credits 
offered for the degree of Bachelor of Arts in Journalism are taken in the 
humanities and social sciences. Journalism courses, dedicated to the highest 
professional standards, stress history, ethics, social responsibility and current 
problems as well as the technical skills necessary for success in the various 
fields of journalism.
School of Journalism 
Montana State University 
Missoula, Montana
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